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CURRENT TOPICS. 


AFTER THE manner Of legislation connected with the Land 
Registry, the Land Registry (New Buildings) Bill was rushed 
through a second reading in the House of Commons at a late 
hour on Friday in last week. It is stated that it was referred 
to a Select Committee. 





Mr. Rozsert Extis Ovntirre, solicitor, has been appointed 
Solicitor to the Board of Trade, in succession to Sir Watrer 
Morton, O.B., resigned. Mr. Ovniirre, who was admitted in 
1884, has been a member of the firm of COvunurres & 
Davenport, of 48, Chancery-lane, London. 





WE print elsewhere a new rule which has been made under 
the Judicial Trustees Act, 1896, which constitutes a somewhat 
noteworthy departure from the existing rules—those of 1897. 
By rule 10 of these rules provision is made for keeping the trust 
account and for the oulely of the trust documents. Thus it is 
provided that when a judicial trustee is appointed, a separate 
account for receipts and payment must be kept in the name of 
the trustees at some bank approved by the court; and all title 
deeds and all certificates and other documents which are 
evidence of title to the trust preperty are to be deposited either 
with that bank or in such other custody as the court directs. 
The rule contemplates, therefore, that in the case of each trust 
the court shall make special arrangements for the management 
of the trust in the above respects, and in the ordinary course the 
trust ought to be managed as far as possible as though it were 
in the hands of private trustees. The new rule, on the con- 
trary, takes these matters out of the discretion of the court in all 


| cases where an official of the court is sole judicial trustee and 


leaves them to be governed by regulations sanctioned by the 


|Treasury. This may be merely a measure of convenience 


adopted in order to ensure uniformity of treatment in estates 
subject to official control, but it is not improbable that it indi- 
cates an anticipated expansion of that control. 





No one is likely to deny that those brutal assaults upon 
female children, which are so often heard of, are much more 
odious crimes than robbery with violence. Nevertheless there 
is in Parliament a large majority of members who refuse to 
consent to the ienctenal the wretches who commit these assaults, 
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while they take no steps whatever to save the robbers, the lesser 
offenders, from receiving this form of punishment. Following 
the rejection of Mr. Wxarrton’s Corporal Punishment Bill, there 
has been much controversy on the subject, both in the press and 
elsewhere, and the advocates and the opponents of corporal 
punishment have overwhelmed the public with facts and 
figures in support of their several opinions. In a letter 
to the Zimes of the 10th of April, Mr. Horace Smita, a 
police magistrate of very great experience, deals with the 
subject; and baving noticed how figures may be used to prove 
either side’s case, he puts his finger on the right place by 
saying, ‘“‘ What is wanted is some power of terrifying the 
would-be offender.” Garotting, as he tells us, was stopped, not 
because of any Act of Parliament, but because the blackguards 
who practised it ‘“ knew that society had determined to catch 
them and convict them and punish them with the utmost 
severity.” The offence, in short, was stopped because of the 
terror of the law which an indignant public was able 
to instil into the minds of a certain class. The law must 
have its terrors for the man whose disposition inclines 
him to crimes of violence, otherwise the temptation to commit 
the crime will not be resisted. Now, how is the would-be 
criminal to be terrified from carrying out his horrible purposes ? 
The answer is, by making a very severe punishment as certain 
as possible. Grand juries all over the country have made 
presentments to the effect that the present punishments of 
imprisonment and penal servitude are not sufficient to deter 
meno from these offences against women and children, 
and there is no apparent sign of the offences diminish- 
ing. Some other form of punishment, therefore, is required 
that will act as a deterrent. 





Waar is it to be? If anyone can suggest some new 
form of punishment which will realize Mr. Smirn’s object 
of terrifying the criminal, let it be described. But if this 
new form cannot be suggested, it seems only reasonable 
to try flogging, which is certainly dreaded. The object 
of punishment is to deter as well as to reform. en 
Mr. Asaquiru, in the House of Commons, asked, ‘‘ Has ever 
anyone been reformed by the lash?” he seemed temporarily 
to have forgotten that the deterrent side of punishment is of 
as great importance to the public as the other side. Every reason- 
able effort ought, of course, to be made to reform the criminal, 
but when a crime of this sort has become common it is necessary 
to protect the weak by frightening the criminal. Anyhow, if 
Parliament believes flogging to be useless for this purpose, why 
does not Parliament act consistently and abolish it for robbery ? 
If it is to continue to be a possible punishment for robbery, 
why should it not be a possible punishment also for an offence 
of violence more brutal than robbery and more harmful to its 
victim? At the same time it would probably be dangerous to 
give courts of quarter sessions the power to flog. The worst 
offences are only triable at assizes, and corporal punishment 
should be limited to these. It will, however, be of 
little use to make the punishment of the lash legal for 
these offences unless the judges are prepared to include 
it in their sentences. Few of the judges ever sentence a man 
convicted of robbery with violence to be flogged. Hence there 
is great uncertainty, and the chance of suffering the dreaded 

unishment being somewhat small, the prospect of being flogged 
oses most of its terrors, and therefore most of its deterrent 
effect. If the judges were more consistent in ordering robbers 
to be flogged in bad cases the crime would probably become 
rare. It is certainty that is wanted, and the certainty of some- 
thiog which is much dreaded. There is a great danger to the 
public in the fact that persons in authority, led away often by 
their kindly and sensitive natures, forget the deterrent effect 
which punishment should have in their laudable desire to 
reform the degraded. 





TE pxcision of Cozzns-Harpy, J., in Attorney-General v. 
London County Council last week is another illustration of the 
doctrine of ultra vires as applied to local authorities. The prin- 
ciple was very clearly expressed by Corton, L.J., in Reg. v. Reed 
(5 Q. B. D. 483), “the power of a corporation eatablished for 
certain specified purposes must depend on what those purposes 


are, and except so far as it has express powers given to it, it will 
have such powers only as are necessary for the purpose of 
enabling it in a reasonable and proper way to discharge the duties 
or fulfil the purposes for which it was constituted.” In the 
present case the question was as to the power of the London 
County Council to work a system of omnibuses in connection 
with certain tramway undertakings which they had recently 
acquired by compulsory purchase from the tramway companies, 
and had obtained power to work under the London County 
Tramway Act, 1896. Section 2 of that Act empowers the 
county council to exercise with respect to the purchased tram- 
ways the powers which the companies formerly possessed of 
working the tramways, ‘‘ and the council may provide, place, and 
run carriages thereon, and provide such horses, cars, fixed and 
movable plant, haraess and apparatus as may be requisite or 
convenient for enabling the council to exercise such powers, aud 
they may employ such persons as may be requisite or convenient 
for working the tramways for the time being worked by them.” 
By section 10 the expenses of the county council in the execution 
of the Act are made payable as payments for general county 
purposes—viz., out of the county fund. It will be observed 
that section 2 contains no reference to working omnibuses ia 
connection with the tramways. The county council had, how- 
ever, provided a system of omuibuses running between the 
termini of different lines of tramways, the most important line 
of omnibuses being one running from a tramway terminus on 
the south side of Waterloo Bridge, over the bridge, and along 
the Strand, Whitehall, and Westminster Bridge, to the 
terminus of another tramway line. The object of the action 
was to obtain a declaration that the running of these omnibuses 
was not within the powers of the county council, and that 
the expenses of working them could not be defrayed out 
of the county fund. The learned judge decided, on the con- 
struction of the Act of 1896, that there was no statutory authority 
to work omnibuses as distinguished from tramways, even though 
such omnibuses might be a convenience to the tramway 
assengers. The county council were in fact carrying on the 
taslaaw of omnibus proprietors, a distinct business from the 
authorized tramway undertakings. This being so, there can be 
no doubt that the doctrine of ultra vires applies, and that the 
council are doing something beyond the scope of what Parlia- 
ment has permitted them todo. There is no distinction in this 
respect between the London Oounty Oouncil and less important 
local bodies established by the Legislature for defined purposes. 
The declaration asked for by the plaintiffs was therefore made. 





AN INTERESTING decision on the power of directors to make a 
distinction between the mode of payment in respect of different 
allotments of shares has been given by the Court of Appeal 
(Lixptzy, M.R., Riesy and Vavenan Wiittams, L.JJ.) in 
Alexander v. Automatic Telephone Co. (Limited) (Times, 10th inst.). 
By section 24 of the Companies Act, 1867, it is expressly 
provided that nothing in the Act of 1862 shall be deemed to 
prevent a company from making arrangements on the issue of 
shares for a difference between the holders of such shares in 
the amount of calls to be paid and in the time of payment, 
but it is necessary that power for this purpose shall be given by 
the articles of association. In the present case the articles 
provided that the shares should be under the control of the 
directors, and they empowered the directors to make a 
difference between shareholders in accordance with the terms 
of section 24; and subject to any special terms made on 
allotment, and subject to certain general restrictions as 
to the amount and frequency of calls, the directors 
were authorized to make calls as they should think fit. 
The signatories to the memorandum of association included three 
of the directors, and these directors signed for a lage number of 
‘shares. In respect of such shares they made no payment on 
application or allotment. Ordinary applicants for shares—the 
| shares were 5s. each—were required to pay 6d. per share on 
| application and 2s. 6d.on allotment. In addition to this, the 
directors had made calls upon the shares, apparently upon all 
|shares alike. The question has been raised whether the 
directors were entitled to go on indefinitely with a sum paid up 
on their shares less by 3s. than the sum Frm up on all the other 
shares. Apart from the special considerations raised by the 
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fact of their being directors, it seems that this difference was 
perfectly legitimate. Under section 23 of the Companies Act, 
1862, subscribers of the memorandum of association are deemed 
to have agreed to have become members of the company, but 
this only exposes them to liability to pay calls as the calls are 
made ; it does not make them immediate debtors to the company, 
or impose upon them the special terms as to payment on applica- 
tion and allotment which are exacted from other subcribers. 
Upon this ground, accordingly, Cozzns-Harpy, J., held that the 
directors were not bound to make good the 3s. pershare. In the 
view of the Court of Appeal, however, this result omits to notice 
that the directors were taking advantage of their position to 
obtain better terms from the company than those granted to the 
other shareholders, and this was inconsistent with that good 
faith towards shareholders which the court has always required 
from directors. ‘‘The maxim caveat emptor,” said Linpixy, M.R., 
‘has no application to such cases, and directors who so use their 

wers as to obtain benefits for themselves at the expense of the 
shareholders, without informing them of the fact, cannot retain 
those benefits and must account for them to the company, so 
that all the shareholders may participate in them.” A declara- 
tion was made, therefore, that the directors were guilty of a 
breach of duty in not paying upon the same footing as the other 
shareholders. 





SEVERAL CASEs of interest under the Workmen’s Compensation 
Act, 1897, were decided in the Court of Appeal last week. In 
Stuart v. Nizon the court held that their recent decision in Sysons 
v. Knowles, that a workman who had not been in the same 
employment for at least two weeks could not obtain compensa- 
tion under the Act, applies equally to claims on behalf of the 
workman’s dependants where the accident has proved fatal. 
In Pearce v. The London and South-Western Railway Co. the 
decision was that the rebuilding of a railway station is 
“merely ancillary or incidental to, and is no part of or 
process in, the trade or business” of a railway company : 
so that the railway company cannot be made liable under section 
4 of the Act where a workman employed by the company’s con- 
tractors in rebuilding a station has met with an accident in the 
course of his employment. In Davies v. Rhymney Iron Co. a 
collier had been injured in alighting from a train which the 
colliers in the company’s employment were permitted to use at 
their option for the purpose of going to and returning from the 
mine: it was held that the accident did not arise out of and in the 
course of the collier’s employment. ilis v. Knott was a case in 
which the employers had for some time paid an allowance to a 
man who had had his hand injured in the course of his employ- 
ment, but afterwards they offered to take him back to do his 
former work at the same rate of wages, and on his refusal 
they claimed to reduce the allowance. It was proved 
that his earning capacity had been diminished by the 
accident, and ‘it was held that there was no ground for 
reducing the allowance. Perhaps the most important of these 
cases Of last week is Osborn v. Vickers, Son, § Maxim (Limited). 
This turned upon clause 3 of Schedule I. of the Act, which 
provides that ‘‘ where a workman has given notice of an 
accident he shall, if so required by his employer, submit himself 
for examination by a duly qualified medical practitioner 
provided and paid by the employer,” and if he refuses, his right 
to compensation is suspended until the examination takes place. 
In the case in question the injured workman was at first 
attended by the employers’ doctor, and the employers allowed 
him half his weekly wages until he was reported completely 
recovered and fit for work, when the allowance was discontinued. 
No notice of the accident had ever been given to the employers. 
On the discontinuance of the allowance the workman filed a 
claim for arbitration, and the employers required him to submit 
himself for medical examination. The county court judge ordered | 
that he should so submit himself, and added an order that the 
employer should pay a fee for the attendance of a second 
medics! man on the workman’s behalf. The Court of Appeal 
held that the requirement of the Act as to medical examination 
applied in the circumstances of this case, although no notice of the 
accident had been given, and that the judge had no power to 
impose upon the employers the condition as to the payment of a 





fee for the workman’s medical attendant. 


SECRET PROMOTION PROFITS. 


Tue decision of the House of Lords in the Olympia case— 
Gluckstein v. Barnes (Times, 6th inst.)—establishes two principles 
which will probably in future make it impossible for promoters 
to retain with safety any profits made, however indirectly, out 
of the promotion of acompany. The first is that, immediately 
upon a person making any arrangements with a view to the 
purchase of property and its resale toa pow company, he 
places himself in a fiduciary position, and in the event of the 
company being formed he will be liable to account to it for any 
secret profits which he has made in connection with the purchase 
and resale of the property ; the second is that, in a case where 
the promoter does not provide the company with a perfectly 
independent board of directors, the profits will be treated as 
secret, unless they are disclosed upon the face of the prospectus 
in such a way as to shew clearly to intending subscribers the 
nature and extent of the profits without necessitating reference 
to other documents which are offered for inspection, but to 
which in practice subscribers will not refer. Neither of these 
principles, indeed, is novel, but they have not perhaps been 
previously applied quite so rigorously as in the present case, 
and we are jnclined to think that the commercial world will 
consider that the judicial members of the House of Lords, in 
their zeal against corruption, have allowed themselves to be 
hurried into needlessly harsh — % with respect to a tran- 
saction which can be presented plausibly enough from the 
promoter’s point of view. 

In 1893 the land and buildings known as Olympia were 
included in the assets of a company which was being wound up 
in the chambers of Norru, J., and it was known that they were 
to be offered for sale. They were subject to debentures for 
£100,000, and to a subsequent mortgage for £10,000, and there 
were considerable arrears of interest. Hence, though the 
property was of considerable value, it was doubtful how far the 
securities would be realized. In January, 1893, a syndicate was 
formed, and an agreement dated the 19th of that month 
between the secretary of the syndicate and the subscribers 
recited that the syndicate proposed to purchase Olympia with 
a view to its resale “to a company to be registered 
or to some other purchaser.” The agreement provided 
for the formation of a fund for this purpose to be placed in 
the names of A., B, C., and D. as trustees, and full powers 
were conferred upon the trustees to buy and resell Olympia, and 
to promote and register the company, and also to purchase “ as 
an interim investment” any first mortgage bonds of the old 
company. It was contemplated that A., B., C., and D. would be 
directors of the new company, aud it was provided that the re- 
sale to the proposed company or to any other purchaser should 
be sada palied to, and with the benefit of, two provisional con- 
tracts of the same date for the supply of refreshments and for 
advertising. In these twocontracts one or more of A., B., C., and 
D. were interested. 

In consequence of the circumstances already stated it was 
possible to purchase debentures in the old company and the 
existing mortgage of £10,000 at a discount, and in pursuance of 
the syndicate agreement £32,000 of debentures (face value) and 
the mortgage were bought on behalf of the syndicate. For the 
debentures the sum of £27,220 was given; the mortgage was got 
for £500. These debentures subsequently realized £42,358 aud 
the mortgage realized £6,096. There was thus a profit on the 
transaction of £20,734. The purchases were made in the course 
of January and the early part of February, 1893. At about 
the same time—on the 8th of February—the property was bid 
for in the chambers of Norru, J., and was purchased by the 
syndicate for £140,000. The only thing remarkable about the 
sale was that after the biddings had advanced by sums of 
£1,000, the final bidding was more by £8,000 than the one 
before it. 

The day fixed for completion of the purchase was the 8th of 
May. In the interval arrangements were made for the forma- 
tion of a ae to take over the property, and this was 
registered as Olympia (Limited) on the 20th of March. Under 
the same date an agreement was entered into between the 
syndicate aud a trustee for the intended company by which the 
company was to buy the property, subject to and with the benefit 
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of the refreshment and advertising contracts, for £180,000, and 
it was expressly provided that the syndicate should not be 
uired to account for any profits made out of the purchase of 
Acleutares of the old ong | or any other charges on the 
property of that company. y the articles of association 
of 5 pia (Limited) A., B.,0., and D. were appointed the 
first Mrdetors of the company, and they were directed to adopt 
and give effect to the agreement of the 20th of March, and also 
to the refreshment and advertisement contracts. Shortly after 
the registration of the company a prospectus was issued which 
stated the price—£140,000—at which the vendors had acquired 
the property, and the price—£180,000—at which it was to be 
sold to the new company. It was also stated that the purchase 
had been effected by competition before the chief clerk of Mr. 
Justice Nort, and that the sum of £140,000 was “‘ payable in 
cash.” The profit of £40,000, or so much as should be left after 
payment of oxpenses, was thus explicitly disclosed, but the 
prospectus went on to state that “any other profits made to the 
syndicate from interim investments” would be excluded from the 
sale to thecompany. Amongst the agreements specified in the 
tus and offered for inspection was that of the 20th of 
March for the resale of the property to the company. 

Enough money was subscribed for the sale to the company to 
be carried out, antl the £180,000 was paid, as to £171,000 in 
cash, and as to the balance in shares. No question was or 
could be raised as to the profit of £40,000 disclosed by the 
prosp but in the liquidation of Olympia (Limited) the 
liquidator claimed that the profit of £20,734 made by the 
purchase of securities of the old company was a secret profit 
made by the promoters when they were already in a fiduciary 
position towards the new company, and he sought to recover 
against A. the sum of £6,341, which A., B., C., and D. had 
received as their share of this amount. Why the proceedings 
were limited to a part of the profit only, and why the claim was 
confined to A. does not appear. 

The important point in deciding the validity of the claim to 
have the share of the £20,734 refunded was the date at which 
A., B., C., and D. became promoters of the company. Hitherto 
there has been good authority for saying that an intention at 
the time of the purchase of property to form a company for the 
purpose of taking over the property is not enough to fix the 
persons purchasing with the character of promoters: Ladywell 
Mining Co. v. Brookes (35 Oh. D. 400). Provided they have taken 
no actual steps towards the formation of the company, and are free 
to dispose of the property otherwise, then the fiduciary position 
has not been reached: Erlanger v. New Sombrero Phosphate Co. 
(3 App. Cas., p. 1235). And even the making of an agreement 
or purchase oes ped contemplating the formation of a com- 
pany has been held to be insufficient for this purpose: Gover’s 
case (1 Ch. D. 182). In the present case, accordingly, Wricut, 
J., held that at the time when the dealing in the debentures 
took place the syndicate were not promoters of Olympia 
(Limited), and, accordingly, were not bound to account for the 
ean which was made. But in the Court of Appeal (1898, 2 

. 153) and in the House of Lords a stricter view has prevailed. 
The syndicate agreement of the 19th of January, 1893, has been 
regarded as an actual step in the promotion of the new company, 
and this result is certainly supported by the fact that the pro- 
visional refreshment and advertisement contracts were entered iato 
at the same time, though even apart from these it seems that the 
syndicate ment would have been sufficient. The Lord Chan- 
cellor relied upon the fact that the essence of the scheme was to 
form a company, and, this being so, the duty of the promoters to 
disclose all their Yager followed, in his judgment, as a matter 
of course, and the omission to do so was fraudulent. That 
there had been such an omission was treated as clear. The 
subscribers were not bound to look beyond the prospectus, and 
in the prospectus nothing was stated about the purchase of the 
debentures. The reference to “ interim investments,” of course, 
gave no real clue as to the character of the transactions. Excep- 
tion was taken also to the statements in the prospectus that the 
sum of £140,000 was the price fixed by public competition and 
was payable in cash, and on this head the final advance of 
£8,000 in the biddings was very much open to criticism. Had 
the fina] bid been only slightly above the offer of a real com- 


petitor, the case of the promoters for retaining the £20,734 








would have been much stronger. As it is, the result of the case 
seems to be sufficiently just, though, as we have already 
observed, there is more doubt about it than the judgments 
delivered in the House of Lords would seem to indicate. 








PATENTS FOR COMBINATIONS. 
I 


Tue case of Foxrwell vy. Bostock (4 De G. J. & 8. 298) is a hardy 
rennial: it is always cropping y ' in patent actions. The 
judgment of Lord Wzsrsury in that case has been several 
times discussed and explained in the House of Lords; the 
most recent occasion being in the case of Kynock v. Webb (17 
R. P. C. 100), to which we propose to call special attention later 
on. The important issue decided in Foxwell v. Bostock was as to 
the validity of a patent for a combination. The patent was for 
an “improvement in machinery or apparatus for sewing or 
stitching.” The specification, after stating ‘‘my invention relates 
to an improved arrangement and combination of machinery for 
sewing or stitching by a needle and shuttle,” proceeded to 
describe a combination of machinery for the purpose, and con- 
cluded thus: “The nature of these improvements would be 
better understood by reference to the accompanying sheet of 
drawings. I claim as new and of my invention a 
combination and arrangement of the various parts of machinery 
for sewing or stitching with the use of a needle and shuttle.” 
The patentee’s improvement on previously-existing machines 
consisted in an arrangement of three cams on one shaft, by the 
direct action of which the three principal motions in the machine 
were effected. There was nothing on the face of the specifica- 
tion to indicate that this constituted the improved arrangement 
or new combination. But it was argued for the patentee that 
this was unnecessary as the patent was for a combination, but 
Lord Wesrsuny said: ‘‘I think that, both on principle and 
authority, it is most n that the specification should 
ascertain that the patent is for an improvement—that is, 
for a new combination. At the date of this patent many 
combinations of machinery, or in other words, many machines 
for sewing or stitching by a needle and shuttle, were known 
and used. If, in that state of things, a patent is taken out 
for an improved arrangement or combination the patentee 
is bound to shew what the ag og consists of and 
how it is to be effected, and this obligation is not 
discharged by a description of the entire machine 
which embodies the improvement and which description does 
not distinguish the improvement.” He then laid down the 
following rule: “In a patent for an improved arrangement 
or new combination of machinery, the specification must 
describe the improvement and define the novelty otherwise and 
in a more specific form than by a general description of the 
entire machine. It must, to use a logical phrase, assign the 
differentia of the new combination.” The first case in which 
this decision of Lord Wzstsury was discussed by the House of 
Lords was Harrison v. The Anderston Foundry Co. (L. R. 1 App. 
Oas. 577). It will be sufficient for present purposes to quote the 
following passages from the judgment of Lord Carrns in that 
case, where he said, referring to Foxrwell v. Bostock: ‘It is 
considered to have been determined in that case that where 
there is a patent for a combination there must be a description 
or explanation of the novelty, and the specification must shew 
what is the novelty, and what is the merit of the invention. I 
cannot think that, as applied to a patent for a combination, this 
is, or was meant to be, the effect of the decision in Forwell v. 
Bostock. If there is a patent for a combination the combination 
itself is ¢x necessitate the novelty.” Then, referring to the 
specification in ths case under consideration, he gaid : “The 
specification ap to me ex facie to distinguish the new from 
the old where it is necessary to distinguish the new from the 
old, and to claim for a combination, where it is claimed, in a 
manner which is sufficient for a combination of the kind 
described.” The House of Lords in this case undoubtedly 
qualified Foxwell vy. Bostock, but the question is, to what extent ? 
In Clark vy. Adie (L. R. 2 App. Cas. 318), which came before 
the House of Lords in 1887, Lord Hatnentey dealt with Foxwell 
v. Bostock, and said it had decided that where you take a 
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well-known machine, you may, if you think fit, improve all the 
various parts of the machine by introducing into two or three of 
its definite parts that which is new either by way of combination 
or by way of discovery, and you may claim protection for each of 
those parts into which you have introduced something new, and 
you may claim for them, when united, a beneficial result which 
may entitle you to a patent for the whole machine, but you 
must in some way or other inform the public whether you have 
subdivided your machine into these separate parts and claim 
for each part, or whether you claim protection for the whole as a 
novel and useful machine. 

A more important case was Moore v. Bennett (1 R. P. C. 129), 
which came before the House of Lords in 1884. There Lord 
SetBorvE (then Lord Chancellor), after remarking that it was not 
necessary to consider whether the decision of Foxwell v. Bostock 
was correct or not, or whether the language used by Lord 
Westsury might not be susceptible of an interpretation which 
would make the language correct in point of law, said: ‘‘I 
feel that your lordships cannot refuse to regard the decision in 
Foxwell vy. Bostock in the light in which you have already 
explained and interpreted and commented upon it by your own 
decision in the case of Harrison v. The Anderston Foundry Co., 
and so explained it appears to me to amount to no more than 
this, that when a claim is made for a combination and arrange- 
ment of the different parts of a machine, if the court sees that 
the combination is not new, but that there is some particular 
improvement in some particular part, it will not do to claim the 
whole combination as new, but you must condescend upon that 
which is improved . . . but your lordships will decide con- 
sistently with what is the general rule in these cases by holding 
that, where the claim is for a combination, and not for particular 
subordinate things included in that combination, if the combina- 
tion is a new one in substance and in truth, and if the manner 
of arriving at it and working it, and the purpose for which it is 
useful, are all properly, sufficiently, and correctly described in 
the specification, so that anyone acquainted with the subject 
will know in what respect it differs from the things which have 
gone before, then it would be contrary to the whole policy which 
allows such combinations, though no part of them is new, to be 
the subject of a patent, to say that Lisides describing clearly 
and sufficiently the manner of doing it in a way which would 
shew everyone acquainted with the subject what was the novelty 
in the thing, you are to go on, and though you do not want to 
claim subordinate parts of the combination as distinct from the 
entire combination, nevertheless you must specify the subordinate 
parts of it as constituting new elements and a new thing. The 
case of Foxwell vy. Bostock was qualified or explained in Harrison 
v. The Anderston Foundry Co. It was treated as an authority in 
such a way as to make it impossible to apply it to the present 
case, where, looking at the specification and at the evidence, it 
is perfectly clear that no such general combination as this had 
been at any time used, and where the material and important 
parts of the two arrangements and combinations which are 
described are clearly, plainly, and intelligibly described.” 

We now come to the consideration of the recent case of Kynock 
v. Webb. In that case a patent had been granted to Wess for 
‘‘An improvement in apparatus for concentrating sulphuric 
acid.” the specification described the apparatus and illustrated 
it with drawings, and concluded with this claim: ‘ For concen- 
trating sulphuric acid, a series of glass vessels placed on steps in 
the heating chamber, each of these vessels being made with an 
overflow spout and having placed in it a glass tube reaching 
down to its bottom from the spout of the next higher vessel 
arranged and operating substantially as herein described.” An 
action having been brought by Wess for infringement of this 
patent in Ireland on the questions raised, as to the validity 
of the patent and the sufficiency of the specification, the 
Trish Master of the Rolls decided in the plaintiff’s favour, and 
the case coming before the Irish Court of Appeal, the Lord 
Chancellor of Ireland and Lord Justice Hoxmzs held that the 
decision of the Master of the Rolls should be affirmed, and Lord 
Justice Frirzersson and Lord Justice Waker held that a 
patentee must describe and ascertain his invention with such 
certainty as not to deter the public from using what is old by 
purporting to include it in the claim for the monopoly, and that 
upon a fair construction of the patentee’s specification in the case 








under notice this condition had not been complied with, and he 
had claimed too much, and that therefore the patent was bad. 

Lord Justice Frrzcrsson in his judgment said : ‘‘ In a case such 
as this, where there is such an almost complete absence of novelty 
in the parts, and such an almost complete identity in the manner 
of arrangement and of operation, it seems to me to be especially 
necessary to insist upon the condition of our patent law, that the 
patentee must describe and ascertain his invention with such 
certainty as not to deter the public from using what is old, by 
purporting to include it in the claim for the monopoly. It is 
more than a technical objection. It is more than a mere 
cavilling at the language of Wexss’s specification, if it purports 
to claim to protect a process such as this as a new invention and 
asa valuable improvement. Upon its fair construction I am 
forced to read it as doing so. I think that it therefore claims 
too much, and that by so doing it fails to satisfy the condition 
imposed by our law, and invalidates the patent, upon the 
principle stated in Foxwell v. Bostock, and ever since affirmed, 
even in the cases which explain the limits within which 
that principle is to be applied.” As the Court of Appeal 
were equally divided, the judgment of the Master of the 
Rolls in favour of the plaintiff stood, and the defendants 
appealed to the House of Lords. The arguments were 
heard in July last before the Lord Chancellor and Lords 
Morris, SHanp, Davey, and Brampron. Judgment was 
reserved and delivered in December last, when the appeal was 
allowed on the ground that the patent was invalid on account of 
the claim being too wide. The Lord Chancellor and Lord 
Morris adopted Lord Justice Frrzcisson’s views of Foxwell v» 
Bostock, which case was also commented upon by Lord Saanp 
and Lord Davey. 

(To be continued.) 








REVIEWS. 
THE LAW OF MINERALS. 


THE Law oF MINES AND MINERALS, WITH AN APPENDIX OF MINING 
PRECEDENTS, FULLY ANNOTATED WITH REFERENCES TO THE TEXT ; 
AND A GLossaRY OF ENGLISH Mrnine Terms. By the late 
Wirt1am BAINBRIDGE, Barrister-at-Law. FirrH Epirion. By 
ARCHIBALD Brown, Barrister-at-Law. Butterworth & Co. 


There can be no doubt as to the thoroughness with which Mr. 
Archibald Brown has again edited this important work. It may be 
suggested, perhaps, that occasionally he is needlessly thorough, and 
that the bulk of the book might have been diminished by the omission 
of matters which are not peculiar to the law of mines. For instance, 
it is not usual to have recourse to a work of this kind to ascertain the 
authorities upon the nature of a memorandum in writing sufficient to 
satisfy the Statute of Frauds. But the remark applies only to a com- 
paratively small portion of the book, and an examination of its contents 
will shew that it is in the main occupied with a methodical and very 
elaborate examination of the law specially relating tominesand minerals. 
Anyone who has even a slight acquaintance with a ro will 
appreciate the diversity of the subjects upon which Mr. Brown has 
had to touch. Foremost there is the subject of mining leases and 
licences, and in this connection the powers of various classes of owners 
to grant leases and licences, and also the terms which are commonly 
inserted in such instruments, are carefully explained. The explana- 
tion necessitates reference to a great mass of statute law, especially in 
the case of leases by ecclesiastical corporations, and this part of the 
work has been very clearly done, though it would be an assistance to 
the reader if greater use was made of the short titles which have now 
been given to most of the statutes. Then, again, in the taking of 
lands for public undertakings mines have a body of law all to them- 
selves, and this has involved an examination of the relevant sections 
of the Railway Clauses Act, 1845, and other similar statutes. A chapter 
is devoted to Crown and Duchy mining rights, and another, under the 
head of customary mining rights, expounds the mining law peculiar 
respectively to Cornwall, to Derbyshire, and to the Forest of Dean. 
The injuries arising in the course of mining operations, especially 
injuries by subsidence, and the rules as to the compensation recover- 
able in such cases, are fully considered, and chapters are given to the 
subjects of the rating of mines and quarries, and the liability of 
employers for injuries to workmen ; to points arising in the coal trade 
and in coal-getting and coal- ing contracts; and to offences 
under the Mines tion Acts, Care has been taken to note the 
recent authorities, some of which are of ial im ce. An 
example is afforded by Bulli Coal Co. v. Osborne (47 W. R. 545; 
1899, A. C. 351), in which it was held that the Statute of Limitations 
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has no application to proceedings in respect of the secret and 
fraudulent abstraction of minerals; and 2+ Roundwood Colliery Co, 
(45 W. R. 324; 1897, 1 Ch. 373), which affirmed the practice of 
extending the power of distress for a mining rent to goods of the 
lessee on an adjacent colliery. The collection of mining precedents 
forms a useful feature of the book, and in various ways attempts have 
been made to assist the reader in its use. Thus the precedents are 
furnished with marginal references to the relevant parts of the text, 
and a very full table of contents has been compiled. No pains seem 
to have been spared to present this edition in a complete and service- 
able form. 





BOOKS RECEIVED. 


The Law of Bailments: embracing Deposits, Mandates, Loans 
for Use, Pledges, Hire, Innk rs, and Carriers. By EDWARD 
Brat, B.A., Barrister-at-Law. ith Notes to Canadian Cases by 
A. GC. Forster Bovutton, Barrister-at-Law. Butterworth & Co. 


The Boroughs of the Metropolis. A Handbook to Local Adminis- 
tration in London under the London Government Act, 1899. B 
AtBERT Bassetr Horxrys, M.A., Barrister-at-Law. Bemrose & 
Sons (Limited). 








CORRESPONDENCE, 
CANONS OF CONSTRUCTION. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 


Sir,—You will perhaps allow me to draw your attention, and that 
of the readers of your journal, to the case of Re Birks, Kenyon v. 
Birks (1900, 1 Ch. 417). In this case each of twelve distinct legacies 
ied by a gift over, in the event of the death of the 
legatee in the testator’s lifetime, to the ‘“‘issue” of the legatee. 
Except as regards the eleventh, the gift over contained words 
restricting issue to children. As regards the eleventh, there were no 
such words; and it was held by the Court of Appeal that the 
restriction applied to that legacy also. 

I do not question the decision. It is rested by Lord Justice Romer 
on intelligible grounds, which very likely are sufficient. But the 
eo of the Master of the Rolls invites comment. He says: 
‘Although it is true that among lawyers ‘issue’ is generally 
taken to mean descendants, we must not allow ourselves to be 
misled by that.” Misled by what? By the general legal 
acceptation{of the term, I —_ which, if it be misleading, must 
necessarily be erroneous. ‘‘ We must not start,” he continues, ‘‘ with 
any predisposition to read the word in that way, but we must look 
at the will and try and see whether the testator has shewn what he 
meant when he used the word.” This is in direct contradiction to 
Romer, L.J., who says that ‘‘ of course, if the word issue is used in a 
general sense,” that is to say (as clearly appears from the remainder 
of the judgment), without a limiting context, ‘‘it must have the 





canons, they can bear any meaning; if they cannot, rejection wil] 
become admissible, and it is even ible (though too much, perhaps 
to _ at once) that the bugbear of intestacy may cease to be 
terrific. 
It is disappointing to find that, in the very case which has produc 
this remarkable awakening, Sir F. Jeune a to commasa a 
He is, of course, a distinguished judge capable of reasoning and of 
deciding by reason. But he condescends (which the judges of former 
days would not) to found himself upon that, which everyone who 
thinks must be aware is more often nonsense than sense. It teaches, for 
example, that the sun goes round theearth. I am far from saying or 
thinking that he who appeals to common sense is necessarily foolish. 
On the contrary, such an appeal is often made even by men who may 
fairly be called wise; but it is the usual refuge, nevertheless, of 
imbecility, and should be avoided, I submit, on that ground at least. 
M. G. D. 





NEW ORDERS, &c. 
RULES PUBLICATION ACT, 1893. 


The following rule has been signed and declared urgent by the Lord 
Chancellor : 
JUDICIAL TRUSTEES AcT, 1896. 


JUDICIAL TRUSTEE RULE (APRIL), 1900. 


Notwithstanding anything in these rules contained, where an 
official of the court is sole j.dicial trustee, the trust funds and the 


title deeds, certificates, and other documents which are evidence of 


the title of the trustee to any of the trust property, and all receipts 
on behalf of the trust shall be dealt with, and all payments on behalf 
of the trust shall be made, and accounts shall be kept, in such manner 
and subject to such regulations as the Treasury may direct. 

ae rule shall be construed as one with the Judicial Trustee Rules, 
1897. 

Dated the 9th of April, 1900. 

Copies of the above rule may be obtained on application at the Lord 
Chancellor’s Office, House of Lords, 8.W. 








CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Court of Appeal. 
WRIGHT v. JOHN BAGNALL & SONS (LIM.). No. 1. 5th April. 


Master AND Servanr—OomPgEnsaTION ror Injury sy Accipsnr—CLam 
wot Mape wirutn 81x Montrus—Watver—Workmen’s CompEnsATIONn 
Act, 1897 (60 & 61 Vicr. c. 37), s. 2, suB-section 1. 


Appeal from the award of the deputy judge of the Walsall County 
Court under the Workman’s Compensation Act, 1897. The appellant, 
who was a workman in the employment of the mdents, on the 23rd of 





of descendants given to it.” According to the Master of 
the Rolls, Ghee has no meaning at all,.and in all cases is to be 
interpreted e context. 

In a later passage the Master of the Rolls says that he ‘‘ does not 
know whether it is law or a canon of construction, but it is good | 
gense to say that whenever in a deed or will or other document you | 
find that a word used in one part of it has some clear and definite | 

ing, then the presumption is that it is intended to mean the | 
game thing where, when used in another part of the document, the | 
meaning is not clear.” If it be good sense to interpret a document | 
according to this saying, the saying is in effect a rule or canon of 
construction. Consequently, the Master of the Rolls, after protestin 
almost daily for many years against such canons, has at last inven 
and laid down one, which may or may not be correct, but which is 
“This doperture doubt, both with th 
i is rising, no doubt, with reference to the 
MPT nn has pn judge in the same case, and to his judicial 
utterances in other cases, but it indicates a remarkable change of 
attitude from which it is not unreasonable to anticipate a reversion to | 
doctrines of construction which have not in recent times been 
goeratent. It will be observed that the judge refers, not merely to 
and documents generally, but to willis in particular. One may 
therefore, that for the future in the construction of an obscure , 
(such as, in consequence of the context, was the will in this case) 
perv oly Fog ee ee a is wisdom which is | 
respect, and represen principle as opposed to caprice— 
will be taken into consideration. “ 7 
It is in the construction of such wills that canons are ay ee 
wired. Often of late years in construing these it has been thought 
to protest that the will is unintelligible, and in the same 
breath to assert that the testator’s intention is obvious. Thus for 





construction has been substituted conjecture or imagination. Henee- | 
forth, an attempt, as of old, will be made to discover merel 


and simply the meaning of the words used, if, according to recogni 


November, 1898, received permanent personal injury by accident arising 
out of and in the course of his employment. His average weekly earnings 
were 21s. a week. He was taken to the hospital, and his wife was told 
by the respondents’ clerk to geta letter from the tal and bring it 

three weeks’ time, when her husband would be “ for - 
tion,’’ and she would “pick up”’ half his wages. She did so, and from 
that time either she or the appellant received 10s.6d. each week until the 6th 
of September, 1899. About Easter in that year the respondents’ manager 
offered him £15 as compensation, which he refused to take, saying that he 
would take £200. The manager said that if he asked so large a sum they 
would go to the court with him. At Whitsuntide the manager offered 
him £30, which was refused. The weekly payinents having ceased on the 


| 6th of September, 1899, the appellant filed a request for arbitration to assess 


the compensation. The respondents in their answer took the objection 
that the claim for compensation was not made within six months from 
the occurrence of the accident, as required by section 2, sub-section 1, of the 
Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1897. The deputy judge upheld this 
objection ; and he further held that this objection could not waived, 
though the payments each week of the exact sum to which the appellant 
was entitled under the Act and the commencing of such payments at the 
time required by the Act were calculated to make the appellant believe 
that he was receiving these payments by virtue of the Act, and to lull him 
into a state of false security. He ly made an award in favour of 
the respondents. Since the decision of the d oy Poene court judge the 
Court of Appeal in Powell v. Main Colliery Co. 16 LR. 282) decided 
that ‘‘ the claim for compensation,”’ required by section 2, sub-section 1, to 
be made within six mouths, meant, in the case of the county court, the 
filing of the request for arbitration. The only question, ore, argued 
on the vl ee was whether the deputy county court judge was right upon 
the second point. 
A, a (Co111ns, Vavcnan Wituiams, and Romzr, L.JJ.) allowed 
appeal. 

Coitins, L.J., said that the deputy judge held, as he understoo! 

his decision, that he had no power to consider whether the circum- 


stances of the case debarred the respondents from raising the objec- 
tion that the claim for compensation was made too late. In his 
opinion the judge was wrong upon that point. There was evidence 
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the ju that the ies had agreed that there was a liability 
ae mag oy ee ion, the amount alone being in dispute, 


under the Act to pay compensati 


and that the appellant had the right to go to arbitration for the purpose of 

having the amount eettled. Differences arose as to the amount, but the 

jurisdiction of the court was clearly recognized. Upon that the appellant 
m assessed, 


bore from taking proceedings to have the compensatio’ 


’ 
negotiated upon the question, and during the negotiations the 
oa ~ ey his opinion there was ample evidence of 
the only question left open 
If that were made out in fact, the respondents 
were not in a porition to take the objection that the six months 
In his lordship’s opinion there was also evidence that 
the respondents had debarred themselves, by treating the matter as still 
lant to act on that view, from 
now taking the objection, and it was too late then to say that the six 
There was ample evidence 
upon which the judge could find that the respondents were not in a 

ition to insist upon the objection, and there was nothing in law to 
prevent the judge from so finding. The case would therefore be remitted 


six months expired. 


an agreement to pay 
being the amount 


compensation, 


had expired. 
open to negotiations and leading the appe' 
months had expired during the negotiations. 


to the judge 


Vauenan Wituiams, L.J., agreed. There was evidence of an agreement 
that the respondents were liable to pay compensation, and if the parties 
could not agree upon the amount it was to be open to the appellant to 
apply to the court. If that were made out, the lapse of time ought not to 
be allowed to be set up to defeat that agreement and to prevent the 


compensation being assessed. 
Rommr, L.J., agreed. 


The respondents agreed to pay 10s. 6d. a week instead of having the 
case sent back to the county court.—CounseL, Disturnal; W. F. Craies. 
Soxicrrors, James Mitchell, for Willeock § Taylor, Wolverhampton ; Morgan, 


Price, § Meuburn, for Hargreave & Heaton, Birmmgham. 
[Reported by W. F. Barry, Barrister-at-Law.] 


FOXWELL v. VAN GRUTTEN. No. 2. 5th and 6th April. 


Se1TLEMENT—ConstTRUCTION— DrmecTION To TRUSTEES TO RECONVEY AS 


Benericiary ‘‘SxHait Direct ’’—Power or APPOINTMENT. 


This appeal from a decision of Grantham, J. (sitting as a judge of the 
Chancery Division at Bodmin), given on the 3rd of seme 1899, raised 
words in a settle- 


(inter alia) an important question as to whether certain 
ment were, or were not, sufficient to create a power of ap 
settlement executed on the 31st of August, 1819, and 

of her marriage with 


intment. 


hereditaments 
for her ard their own use and benefit, or otherwise 
freehold estates to her son W. H. 


Mary Harris survived her husband W. H. 
the 22nd of October, 1868. Her said son W. 


coparcenary 
tne heirs of Harris. From this decirion the heir of 


tat the devise of the property by the w 
being at the time in 


the 31st of August, 1819, did not amount to such a power. 
‘assigns’? was there mere surpl : Brookman v. Smith (L. R. 6 Ex. 


usage 
291), Quested v. Michell (3 W. R. 435, 24 L. J. Ch. 722). The words “as 
wer: Crockett v. Crockett (5 Hare 
ils. K. B. 6), Sugden on Powers 
(18th ed.), p. 104, s. 10. The appellants, on the other hand, maintained 
that in construing deeds or wills all words should, if possible, be given a 


she may direct’ did not here create a 
326, 2 Ph. 553), Goodtitle v. Otway (2 


meaning, except in case of repugnancy. The words in this case clearly 
amounted to a power: Farwell on Powers (2nd ed.), pp. 48-50; Sugden 
on Powers, 93. A power of appointment contingent on the happening of 
& certain event, if exercised before’ the happening of that event, was 
validly exercised if the event subsequently occu : Farwell on Powers, 
Pp. 154, 155; Thomas v. Jones (11 W. R. 242, 1 De G. J. & S. 63, at p. 77). 

Tue Court (Lrovpiey, M.R., Jeune, P., and Riaxy, L.J.) dismissed the 


Pp ° 
Linpitzy, M.R.— The whole controversy here turns on the effect of the 
Words ‘‘or otherwise as she shall direct.’” The appellants contend that 
they gave this lady a power of disposition distinct from and not merely 
incidental to her own ownership. That construction appears to me to be 
putting too great a strain on the words in question. y occur in what 
is really nothing more than a direction to assign or reconvey—a direction 
in connection —_ trustees. The words themselves are even now a 
common form in many conveyances, y in mortgages. But they 
are certainly not a common form by wich to 

now in question. Further than that, I cannot help feeling that a power of 
the if it existed, would practically have placed this lady at her 


husband’s . She would have had no te’ her | indi 
i protection whatever er 





create a power of the kind j clear—that it would have req 
disguise 


Jzunz, P.—I am of the same o . 
reference to the rest of this deed, to that these 
meant to constitute a power. 

Riesy, L J.—I agree. I quite admit that no formal words are n 















































t| the words 


But the words employed here have been employed 
that they create one here would be no 


the way for which the appellants con 


Hill, & Co; Robbins, Billing, ¢ Co. 
(Reported by J. B. Mozris, Barrister-at-Law. } 


Re SPEARMAN. SPEARMAN v. LOWNDES. No. 2. 
26th and 27th March. 


AssIGNMENT BY HusBaNnp TO Wirs—Separate Inpivipvatiry or Wir. 


1899 (reported on another point in 43 Soxicrrors’ Journat, p. 604). 


trust to 


become alienated by law or vested in any ID, OF persons” ; 
and on the contentions by death or otherwise of e said life interest, 
upon trust to pay the said annual income to his wife, Lady Maria L. 
Spearman, for her life for her separate estate ; and subject thereto — 
trust for the children of the marriage as therein mentioned. By ase 

deed dated the 22nd of September, 1886, the husband covenanted that he 
would, during the joint lives of himself and his wife, if they should so long 
live separate from one another, allow the wife to receive for her own benefit 
the annual income of the aforesaid property. The separation deed set forth 
in a recite] the forfeiture clause, already mentioned, in the settlement of the 
15th of August, 1859, and it contained also certain machinery for the protec- 


e on the Al hg tion of the wife’s interest in the event of the husband not observing his said 


W. H. Hartley, Mary Harris conveyed the Croft 
West and Lanner estates, in the county of Cornwall—in which the 
was entitled to an estate in fee simple in possession—and certain lease- 
hold properties to the trustees of the said settlement, upon trust 
(inter alia), in case the said Mary Harris should survive the said W. H. 
Hartley, ‘‘to reconvey and reassign the said freehold and leasehold 
- . + unto and to the use of the said Mary Harris 
- + her heirs, executors, administrators, and rig. respectively, 
as she shall direct.’’ 

The said Mary Harris by her will, dated the 24th of November, 1825 (her 
husband~being at that date alive), purported (inter alia) to devise the said 
H. Hartley in fee simple. The said 
Hartley, and died on 
H. H. Hartley 
died intestate on the 27th of June, 1894 A contention having 
arisen between the heir of W. H. H. Hartley and the beirs in 
of Mary Harris as to which of them were entitled to 
the said estates, Grantham, J., decided in favour of oS 
. H. . 

Hartley now appealed. On behalf of the respondents it was argued 
of Mary Harris, she 
question under coverture, was invalid, unless 
the appellants could shew that the devise in question was made in valid 
execution of a power to that effect. The clause relied on in the settlement of 
The word 


covenant. A question baving arisen as to whether (inter alia) the covenant in 
the deed of po mat of the 22nd of September, 1886, did not operate as an 
equitable assignment of the husband’s life interest, and as such effect a 
forfeiture, it was decided (inter alia) by Keke wich, J., that the covenant in 
question did not amount to an equitable assignment. From this decision 
the wife now appealed On the part of the respondent, the husband, it 
was contended that (1) the whole tenour of the se tion deed of the 
22nd of September, 1886, excluded the intention of assigning the husband's 
life interest ; and that in the absence of clear intention, equitable assign- 
ment was impossible, whatever might appear to be the primd facie 
effect of the deed (Hopkinson v. Forster, 23 W. R. 310, L. R. 19 Eq. 
74, at p. 75); (2) that the covenant to allow the wife ‘‘to receive’’ the 
annual income, be it revocable or irrevocable, did not amount to 
such a ‘ vesting of ” it in her as was contemplated by the terms of 
the forfeiture clause (Re Sartoris, 40 W. R. 82; 1892, 1 Ch. 11, at p. 17) ; 
and (3) that husband and wife, for the purposes of assignment from 
one to the other, must still be consi O86 nals peree: 5» ep 
36 W. R. 712, 39 Ch. D. 148). The appellant, on the contrary, argued 
fi that if the covenant in question was so framed as to amount in law to 
an equitable assignment, the intention of the parties was immaterial 
(Oldham v. Oldham, 15 W. R. 300, L. R. 3 Eq. 404; Wilkinson v. Wilkinson, 
3 Swanst. 515); (2) that, from the point of view of the assignment in 
question, husband and wife were separate persons—certainly since the 
passing of section 50 of the Conveyancing Act, 1881 (44 & 45 Vict. c. 41), 
and of the Married Women's Property Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vict. c. 75) 
(Re March, 31 W. R. 885, 24 Ch. D. 222, at p. 230; Ramsay v. Margrett, 
1894, 2 Q. B. 18, at p. 25). Re Jupp did not apply to an assignment of the 
kind in question. 
Tux Court (Laxey, M.R., and Riesy, L.J.; Vavenan Wittiams, L.J., 


dissenting) allowed the appeal. 

—— M.R.—This is a very pm yy Bey and I feel bound to 
arrive at a decision which is, 1 am ‘ from what the parties 
intended. The effect of the covenant in the deed of separation is that the 
wife is to be secured the annual income for her own benefit, and that 
amounts to an equitable assignment just as much as if it had been made 


in so many words. Cases exist in w similar words have been construed 
i . at in this case a form has been adopted 
toa similar effect. I agree th a btn codte 


which avoids, so far as it is ible to avoid, making . 
able assignment. But it T impossible really to avoid it; and under the 
circumstances I can only hold that we have here a valid equitable assign- 
ment. As to the argument that from the point of view in question the 
wife is not a separate person from her husband, I cannot myself accede to 
it. There is therefore a plain case of forfeiture. 
Riesy, L.J.—I am of the same opinion. As to the intention of the 
ies, however, I think they had none on the point. I say so for 
bis reason—that, if they had had any clear intention on the point, it 
would have been the bm in the world to make that intention 
m 


ui the 
as i is ae Gacwied. Nae comnnna 


of the draftsman to it 
fo = epithe nes Se he ae 4 ee ome 
ey Suen Lied though with 


It is impossible, ha’ 
ee es 


to constitute a power; but every conveyancer is bound to consider whether 
ak though informal, are suitable for the pu in hand. 
undreds and 


thousands of other cases without any idea of creating a power; and to say 
thing more or less than perversity. 
I look also to the general nature of this instrament—to the protection 
which is supposed to be given to the wife, and fails—to the safeguard which 
would be taken away almost ae ape te! this clause were interpreted in 

d.—CounsEL, Haldane, Q.C., and 
Boome ; Foote, Q.C., and Duke, QC. Soxicrrors, Collyer-Bristow, Russell, 


SerrLeMENT—ForFEITURE CLAvsE—EQuiTaBLe AssiGNMENT — INTENTION — 


Appeal from a decision of Kekewich, J., given on the 21st of June, 


his marriage settlement dated the 15th of August, 1859, Edward R. 

Spearman gave certain property to the trustees of the settlement upon 

y the annual income of the same to himself for life, or “ until 

he shall. do any act, or any other act chall occur, whereby the said income 

would or might, if hereby settled absolutely pom, or in trust for, him, 
er 


!~ 
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unaffected humility, to differ from the opinion of my learned brothers. 
When we look at the intention here—and when I speak of intention I 
speak only of such intention as is plainly expressed in the document 
itself—I cannot consider this covenant as an equitable assignment. 
This deed is a separation deed, and is intended to operate as such, 
and not as a deed affecting property apart from separation. 
I¢ ever the separated parties should come together again, the 
deed is intended to be dead and gone. That fact slone is enough to 
ude me from construing this covenant as an equitable assignment. 
or am I at all satisfied that, for the purposes of the present case, husband 
and wife are separate persons. The only safe ground for those who main- 
tain this proposition is to shew that in 1859, when this forfeiture clause 
was drafted, an assignment to the wife would have been held in law to be 
an astignment to a separate person. Failing that, the fact that such an 
assignment was not specially included as a possible cause of forfeiture, 
goes far towards shewing that it was never the intention of the parties 
that it should so operate. And if it was never their intention, we ought 
not to regard it as their intention, in the light of subsequent legislation.— 
Couns, Haldane, Q.C., and Clauson ; Christopher James. Souicrrors, Lowe 
§ Co. ; Collyer-Bristow § Co. 


[Reported by J. E. Mornis, Barrister-at-Law. | 





High Court—Chancery Division. 


JACOB v. DOWN. Stirling, J. 27th Jan. ; let and 6th March ; 5th April. 
LanDLorp aNd Tenant—Legase—Construction—Bvitping CovENANT— 
Reparrinc Covenant—Oontinuinc Breacues or CovenaNnts—WAIVER 
BY ACCEPTANCE OF ReNT—ReEcovERY or PossEssion— SurricreNcy OF 

Norice unper Conveyancine Act, 1881 (44 & 45 Vicr. c. 41), 8. 14. 

This was an action to recover possession of a piece of land in Cardiff, 
held | the defecdants under a lease dated the 4th of June, 1894, for an 
alleged breach of covenants therein contained. The lease was made 
between a tenant for life, on whose death on the 22nd of November, 1895, 
the plaintiffs became entitled in possession to the property, and the 
defendants. The lease demised for a term of twenty-one years from the 
27th of November, 1893, a piece of Jand with four meseuages or dwelling- 
houses erected thereon, and full licence and authority for the lessees at any 
time within twelve months from the date of the lease to pull down the same, 
and within the same period to erect good and substantial premises thereon, in 
accordance with a building covenant by the defendants to erect the premises 
therein specified at a cost of not less than £2,500; the lease also contained 
a repairing covenant by the defendants to ‘at all times during the said 

Tm ee the said messuages and premises co to be erected as aforesaid in 

and substantial repair, and the same in good and substantial repair 
ver up to the lessor at the expiration or sooner determination of the 
said term” ; and after other covenants there was a proviso for re-entry 
on “‘ any breach or non-observance of any of the lessee’s covenants.’’ On 
the 20th of June, 1895, the lessor’s representatives wrote to the defendants 
complaining that they had taken no steps to comply with the building 
covenant. The rent which fell due on the 27th of August, 1895, was paid 
by the defendants and accepted on behalf of the lessor; the rent which 
accrued due subsequently to that date was paid and received without 
prejudice to the question betw:en the parties. The messuages had never 
in fact been built. On the 8th of August, 1898, the plaintiffs served a 
notice under the 14th section of the Conveyancing Act, 1881, upon the 
defendants which set out the building covenant and that alone, stated the 
breach of it, and called upon the defendants to erect the buildings, in 
default of which the lessors would sue for recovery of possession. ‘The 
writ in the action was issued on the 5th of November, 1898, and the state- 
ment of claim, which did not refer to the repairing covenant, was delivered 
on the 6th of December. The defendants in their defence expressed their 
willingness to perfurm the covenants, but submitted that there was a waiver 
of the breach of the covenants by the acceptance of rent; they counter- 
claimed for relief. Cur. adv. vult. 

Srre.ixe, J., after stating the facts as above, said: The first question is 
whether there 1s a continuing breach of any and which of the covenants in 
the lease. This is, of course, a question of the construction of the docu- 
ment itself. For the plaintiffs it was contended that the building covenant 
was in tubstance one for the erection of these houses, and that the period 
of twelve months mentioned therein was not of the essence ; and, further, 
that at all events there was a continuing breach of the repairing covenant. 
For the defendants it was said that the building covenant was completely 
broken at the end of the period of twelve months specified, and that the 
as. covenant did not apply unless and until the new houses were 

rst, as regards the building covenant ; a very similar point was 
raised in Bennett v. Herring (6 W. R. 37, 3 C. B. N.S. 370), but was not 
decided, though the view contended for on behalf of the plaintiffs seems 
to have found favour with some of the learned judges. But it was held in 
Coward v. Gregory (15 W. R. 170, 2L. RB. C. P. 153) that a covenant forth- 
with to put the demised property into good and tenantable repair could 
only be broken once. In my judgment that is equally true of the 
building covenant in the present case. Secondly, as to the repairing 
covenant ; a covenant to keep in good repair imposes an obligation 
to put in repair premises which at the time of the demise were not 
in repair: Payne v. Haine (16 M. & W. 641), Proudfoot v. Hart (38 W. R. 
730, 25 Q. B. D. 42). It also impoves an obligation to rebuild the demised 

if these are destroyed by fire during the term: Bullock v. 
Dommitt (6 T. R. 650), Clark ¥. Glasgow Assurance Co. (1 Macq. 668). In 
Bennett v. Herring (already cited) a lease contained covenants by the lessee 
to two months two messuages described as having been 
lately erected, and to keep “‘the said messuages and premises” in repair 








during the term. The messuages were never completed, and it was held 
that there was a breach of the covenant to repair. Bat it is to be observed 
that in this case the covenant related to messuages which were treated as 
being in existence though not complete at the time of the demise. None 
of these authorities completely covers the present case, but they go far to 
shew that such a covenant imposes the obligation to do everything necessary 
in order that the houses may be found during the term to be in existence 
and in the proper state of repair. Here the covenant is not to keep in 
repair ‘‘ the said messuages and premises if and when erected,’’ but ‘‘ the said 
messuages and premises so to be erected as aforesaid,’’ words which seem to 
me to refer simply to the nature and character of the messuages and 
premises and not to the time of their erection. The object of the 
covenant is to secure that at all proper times the messuages referred to 
shall be in proper repair, and in my opinion the covenant imposes an 
obligation to do all things necessary for that purpose, including the 
erection of the messuages if not completed within the period prescribed 
in the building covenant. If this be not so, it seems to me that the 
lessee by omitting to perform the building covenant might practically 
escape from the obligations of the lease. In my judgment, therefore, 
there is no continuing breach of the building covenant, but there is a 
continuing breach of the repairing covenant. This being so, the question 
arises whether the notice under the Conveyancing Act of 1881 (section 14) 
was sufficient. The form of the notice required was considered by the 
Court of Appeal in the case of Horsey Estate (Limited) v. Steiger (47 W. R. 
644; 1899, 2 Q. B. 79). [His lordship read from the judgment of Lord 
Russell, C.J., at p. 91.] In the present case the plaintiffs were not 
in a position to rely on the breach of the building covenant, for 
that breach had been waived by acceptance of rent There is 
a continuing breach of the repairing covenant, but this is not mentioned 
in the notice or the statement of claim. Under these circumstances, in my 
judgment, the notice was not sufficient. I think that the defendant was 
entitled to rely on his defence to the breach of the building covenant, and 
that if the plaintiffs desired to insist on the continuing breach of the 
repairing covenant, they ought to have given the defendants notice 
thereof, all the more that it is not without difficulty that I have arrived at 
the conclusion already stated. The result is that the action fails, and 
must be dismissed.—Covunset, ©. EF. Jenkins, Q.C., and St. J. Clerke; 
W. H. Upjohn, Q.C., and K. 8. Parker. Sourtcrrors, Warriner ¢ Co., for 
ca Moore, Newport: Downing, Bolam, § Co., for Downing § Handcock, 
ardiff. 
[Reported by W. H. Draper, Barrister-at-Law. | 





High Court—Queen’s Bench Division. 
EBBETTS v. CONQUEST. Div. Court. 4th April. 


LANDLORD AND 'TENANT—LEASE AND SuB-LEASE—REPAIR—COVENANTS TO 
Kerr AND Yrig_tp up IN Reparr—Merasurg or DamMaGes—ALLOWANCE 
—Crepit ror Damaces RecovereD IN Former AcTION rROM PRESENT 
DeEreENDANT UNDER His Liasimiry to Superror LANDLORD. 


Special case. The action was brought to recover damages for breach of 
covenant to keep and deliver up in repair certain premises in the 
parish of St. Leonard, Shoredith. By a deed of the 24th of March, 
1851, one Thomas Rouse let to Benjamin Oliver the premises in question 
for a term of forty-seven and a-half years, less ten days, from y Day, 
1851, at a rent of £350. By this deed Thomas Rouse covenanted to repair 
the premises, and at the end of the term to yield them up _ whole, 
safe, and undefaced, reasonable use and wear excepted. The plaintiffs 
were assignees of the reversion on this lease and entitled to sue on 
this covenant, and were in their turn liable to a superior landlord on 
similar covenants. The defendant was the executor of Benjamin Oliver, 
and admitted that he had sufficient assets of his testator in his hands to 
satisfy the plaintiffs’ claim, which was for breaches of the covenants above 
mentioned, the action having been brought after the expiration of the 
term, which happened on the 19th of September, 1898. he defendant 
admitted that he was responsible to the plaintiffs for the breaches com- 
plained of except so far as his liability had been discharged or lessened by 
what follows—namely, that during the currency of the lease on the 4th of 
April, 1894, the plaintiffs had brought an action against the defendant 
for damages for breach of covenant to repair. On the 26th of March, 
1895, the action was referred to the official referee, who awarded £1,305 
as damages. The judgment of the official referee was affirmed by the 
Court of Appeal in Ebbetts v Conquest (reported in 1895, 2 Ch. 377) and 
again in the House of Lords in Conquest v. Ebbetts (1896, A. O. 490). 
The plaintiffs estimated at that timeit would have required £4 500 to put 
the premises into repair, and there had been no judgment for breach 
of covenant during the term. They claimed to recover the cost of repair- 
ing the premises after making due allowance for the sum of £1,305 
received as aforesaid. They claimed alternatively for damages for 
breach of covenant committed between March, 1895, and the 19th of 
September, 1898, estimating the amount at £1,200. The defendant 
contended that the whole of his liability down to March, 1895, had 
been ascertained and discharged by the judgment for, and satisfac- 
tion of, the sum of £1,305, that he was only liable for, additional 
breaches, and that the measure of such 3 was the cost on 


the 19th of September, 1898, of restoring the premises to the state in which 
they were in March, 1895. He paid into court £400 in satisfaction 
of this liability, at the same time denying that he was liable 
at all. Four questions were propounded for the opinion of 
the court, to obtain a direction as to what was the true measure 
of damages which the plaintiffs were entitled to recover from the 
defendant for any breaches by the defendant of the covenants in the lease 
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of the 24th of March, 1851. The first of these questions was in these 
terms: Whether the true measure of damages . . . is the cost of 

utting the said premises into the state of repair in which the tenant was 
found to leave them at the expiration of the said term less a proper 
allowance for the sum of £1,305 ? 

Tue Court (Bienam and Purimurmore, JJ.) held there was no reason to 
depart from the ordinary rule as to the measure of damages the defendant 
was liable to pay. The doctrine of estoppel could not apply in this case, 
for, although the parties to the actions were the same, the questions to be 
decided were different. The first question in the special case should there- 
fore be answered in the affirmative, but, as the defendants liability to his 
superior landlord had been admittedly considered in the former action, the 
amount therein recovered—£1,305—should be credited, with interest thereon 
at 4 per cent. from the date of payment to the date of the expiration of the 
lease, and the plaintiffs should have the costs of the special case.—CounsEL, 
Robson, Q.C., and Boxall ; Joseph Walton, Q.C, and C. H. Sargant. Souxi- 
crrors, Clarke § Calkin ; Ranger, Burton, § Frost. 

{Reported by Exsxixe Rew, Barrister-at-Law.] 





Bankruptcy Cases. 


Re WOODD. Ex parte KING v. RICHARDSON. Re WOODD. Fx parte 
KING v. DRIVER & CO. Wright, J. 5th and 23rd March. 


Banxrvuptcy—Srock Excnance—Ricuts or Trustee IN BANKRUPTCY AS 
AGAINST THE OFFICIAL ASSIGNEE OF THE StocK EXCHANGE. 


These were two applications by the trustee in the bankruptcy of Basil 
Woodd for the payment of sums of money alleged to be property of the 
bankrupt available for the benefit of the general body of creditors. The 
first application was for the recovery of the sum of £117 15s. 2d. from Dr. 
Richardson, the official assignee of the Stock Exchange, which had come 
into his possession under the following circumstances: Upon the 29th of 
December, 1898, Basil Woodd, who was then a broker on the Stock 
Exchange, committed an act of bankruptcy by bw out of England 
in order to avoid his creditors, and upon the of heed lh he was 
declared a defaulter upon the Stcok Exchange. A receiving order was 
made against him on the 2nd of January, 1899, and he was adjudicated 
bankrupt upon the 14th of January. Upon the 30th of December Woodd’s 
authorized clerk received two cheques for Woodd from outside customers, 
amounting in all to £117 15s. 2d., which he handed over to Dr. Richardson, 
the official assignee of the Stock Exchange, who claimed to be entitled to 
retain it for Woodd’s creditors within the Stock Exchange, as both the 
sums paid were due in turn from Woodd to jobbers on the Stock Exchan 
with whom he had entered into the contracts in respect of which the 
cheques were received. The other application was brought sgainst Driver 
& Co., a firm of jobbers on the Stock , and against Dr. Richardson 
t» determine who was entitled to a sum of £1,262 15s. 2d. This sum was 
due from Driver & Co. to Woodd on various contracts, and was in turn 
owing from Woodd to ‘various clients outside the Stock Exchange. It 
was collected from Driver & Co. by Dr. Richardson, who used part of it in 
paying Woodd’s creditors within the Stock Exchange and held the balance 
to be accounted for to the parties claiming it. 

Wricut, J., held as to the first application that the sum of £117 15s. 2d. 
was property of the bankrupt received by the respondent with notice of an 
act of bankruptcy, and must be paid over to the trustee in bank- 
ruptcy. Although Wvoodd owed a similar amount to jobbers on 
the Stock Exchange, yet there was no contract between Woodd’s 
outside customers and the jobbers. The customers could only. 
discharge themselves of liability by payment to Woodd, and that 
money, when paid by them to Woodd, became his ve me On the 
second application his lordship held that the trustee was entitled to recover 
so much of the sum of £1,262 15s. 2d. as was actually due from Driver 
& Co. to Woodd on account of contracts by Woodd with outside customers. 
There was no contract between Driver & Co. and the outside customers, 
nor was the money due from them to Woodd impressed with a trust in 
favour of the outside customers ; it was the property of Woodd, and must 
pass to the trustee in bankruptcy. With regard to the balance of the sum 
of £1,262 15s. 2d., amounting to £137, this sum was not the pro of 
Woodd, as it was an artificial fund produced by reason of the oe oat he 
price fixed by the official assignee for closing Woodd’s contracts, being 

considerably higher than the actual prices at which the outside customers 
had bought or sold. The trustee was therefore not entitled to recover this 
smount —CounsgL, Herbert Reed, Q.C., and Muir Mackenzie; Rufus 
Isaacs, Q.C., and Danckwerts, Q.O. Soticrrors, Ellis, Bickerateth, § Ellis ; 
Travers Smith, Braithwaite, § Robinson, 


[Reported by P. M, Franoxs, Barrister-at-Law. ] 





At the Gloucestershire Quarter Session: last week, says the Times, 
Reuben Adams was indicted for that he, having within twelve months 
preceding the Ist of January last ‘‘ been summarily convicted at least three 
times of an offence mentioned in the first schedule to the Inebriates Act, 
1898, and being an habitual drunkard within the nom wees a the Inebriates 
Acts, 1879 to 1898, was unlawfully guilty while drunk of rderly conduct 
in @ publis place called Longhope on the Ist of Jeunuary, 1900”’ The jury 
found tre prisoner guilty. It was stated that this was the first prosecution 
that had taken place under the Inebriates Act of 1898 in Gloucestershire, 
and that there is now established at Bristol a home under the Act which 
is available for the — of Gloucester. The court made an order for 
the prisoner’s removal to the home for twelve months and for his detention 


in custody until the necessary arrangements could be made. 





LAW SOCIETIES. 
UNITED LAW SOCIETY. 


The annual dinner of the United Law Society was held on Monday at 

the Hotel Cecil. Lord Russet or Kritowen presided, and amongst 
resent were Mr. Haldane, Q.0., M.P., Mr. Isaac A. Isaacs, Q.C., and 
Mtr. H. Manisty (President of the ted Law Society). 

After the usual loyal toast the Hon. c A. Isaacs, Q.0., ex-Attorney- 
General of Victoria, proposed ‘‘ The Imperial Parliament.”’ 

Mr. Hatpanz, Q.C., M.P., responded. 

Lord Russgit or Kittowen, in pm ae ‘The United Law Society,” 
said the society was one of of a cognate kind in London. 
The other two were the Hardwicke Society, which was exclusively 
confined to members of the bar, and the other the Law Students’ 
Society, which, with the United Law Society, was more liberal and 
broad-minded in its conception, and admitted to membership students 
who were practising for the bar, or—by what strange principle he had 
never quite understood—students for what was called the lower branch of 
the profession. It was only about forty years old, and it began as being a 

thering point of articled clerks anxious to improve themselves. It began 
Son very small beginnings, until it had now reached a membership of 
some 200. It was conversant with the discussion of legal subjects, 
politica] subjects, economic subjects, and politico-economic subjects, andone 
feature of the sociely was that it devoted one debate in each month to the 
discussion of some decided case. It was a young society, and had all the 
confidence of youth, all the daring of youth. For instance, they had 

in review the decisions of judges of the Supreme Court, 
without hesitation, condemned them. There wasno subject which touched 
human thought, human interest, and he t say human passion, which did 
not come within the wide ken of the United Law Society. He wished them 
all prosperity and all success in their adventure. It was much better that 
they should be too bold than too timid. What were the advantages to be 
derived from societies of that kind? There were three distinct advantages. 
One was the feeling of good fellowship that they created amongst the 
members. A number of young men as g to get on in life, and on the 
threshold of manhood, met together for mutual improvement, and by 
these means rough edges were rubbed off, peculiarities and eccentricities 
were toned down, a standard of manners and of morals was created, 
which on the whole would probably be found to raise the common 
standard of thought and opinion amongst those who composed the 
membership of such a society. The next point was that such societies 
eet the habit of reading and the habit of thinking. 
If they had a definite topic proposed for speech or for essay, 
and they applied themselves with serious purpose to endeavouring to 
understand it, and to say someth that was correct and comprehensive 
about it—whether it be a question of politics, or of law, or of literature— 
they acquired an accuracy and definiteness of one upon that particular 
topic which they would never lose for the whole of the rest of their lives ; 
therefore, the habit of thinking and the habit of reading were cultivated 
and strengthened. His other point was the acquirement of the habit of 
ready speech. He held views upon this question which he had more than 
once ressed, and which he thought were not those most generally 
held. “He thought there was a great dread, if a very close watch was not 
kept, of facility of speech degenerating into glibness of speech, and, for 
his own part—he spoke of his own impression of those he heard 


speaking—the person who made the least im ion upon bim was the 
person who ed the most glibly. He infinttely. preferred, so far as it 
had an effect upon bis mind, to li to a man who first stammered and 


hesitated for the choice of a particular word to express the particular shade 
of meaning which he desired to express, but who shewed that thought was 
accompanying his attempted utterance. He would rather hear such a man 
than one who, never pausing for a word, gave the idea that he was washed 
away before the flood of his own eloquence. What was wanted was not 
words, words, words, but thoughts, thoughts, thoughts. A well-thought- 
out speech packed with information and packed with thought well digested 
was worth a dozen speeches in which there was a cloud of words, but in 
which thought bore about the same proportion to the volume of matter as, 
in the celebrated classic case, the bread bore to the quantity of sack. 
Thought was the first essential, and when they had achieved that position, 
then he thought facility of speech was a matter of comparatively easy 
acquirement. 

Mr. W. 8. Suererecrton having replied, and the toast of ‘The Legal 
Profeesion ’ having been given, the proceedings terminated with ‘‘ The 
Health of the Chairman,’’ proposed by Mr. R. 0. Nusarrr and briefly 
acknowledged by Lord Russg11. 





On Monday, April 2, Mr. J. Ricardo moved : ‘‘ That the decision of Mr. 
Justice Kennedy in Hannan's Lake View Central (Limited) v. Armatrong ¢ 
Co. was wrong.”’ Mr. R. C. Nesbitt o e debate was continued 
by Meesrs. N. Tebbutt, 8S. E. Hubbari. 8. Davey, P. B. Walmsley, A. H. 
Richardson, A. C. Arnold, and H. N. Lewis. The motion was lost. 


BARRISTERS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION. 


The annual meeting of this association was held on Tuesday in last week 
in the Middle Temple Hall. The Attorney-General presided, and among 
those present were the Solicitor-General, Sir Edward Olarke, Q.C., Mr. 
Jelf, Q.C , Mr. Macrory, Q.C., Mr. Shiress Will, Q.C., Mr. Murphy, Q.C., 
Mr. Levett, Q.C., and Mr. E. W. Hansell. 

The re stated that the donations received pene | the year amounted 
to £585 9s. 6d., and the total subscriptions recei 





du the year to 
$1,111 12s. The association at the end of So yer enainek a Gs 
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members. The applications for assistance made during the year were 141, 
of which 124 were granted and 17 refused. The total amount distributed 
was £2,377 16s. 3d. 

The Arrornex-GeneEraL, in moving the adoption of the report, said that 
the association had to deplore the deaths of Lord Herschell and of Lord 
Esher. The late er of London had also been taken from them. 
He had shewn his appreciation of the good work of that association by 
leaving £1,000 to it. He regretted to see that only twenty-four members 
had joined the association in the past year. ‘That number did not 
a a tithe or a twentieth part of those who ought to belong to it. 

working members of the bar were relieved from the trouble and 
anxiety occasioned by odic efforts to provide funds for deserving 
cases, and only those who had practical experience of the working of the 
association could know how great that relief was. He desired most 
earnestly to ree upon members of the bar that it was their duty to do 
ev in their power to help forward the association. 
— Murry, Q.C., seconded the motion, which was unanimously 
Sir E. Orarnkz, Q.C., moved the election of Lord Justice Collins as a 
trustee of the association, in the place of the late Viscount Esher, and this, 
having been seconded by Mr. Jztr, Q.C., was agreed to. 





GENERAL COUNCIL OF THE BAR. 


The following are extracts from the annual statement for 1899-1900: 
Matters Relating to Professional Conduct and Practice.—The attention of the 
Council has during the past year been drawn to various matters re- 
to professional conduct and practice, amongst which the following 
may be mentioned: (1) They have expressed an opinion that the office of 
pve meena is inconsistent with the position of a practising barrister, and 
that it is not desirable that a barrister in practice should hold the office of 
superintendent registrar of births, deaths, and marriages. (2) In reply to 
a communication from the Incorporated Law Society drawing the Council’s 
attention to the custom alleged to exist in the Newington Licensing 
Division for counsel to accept briefs and retainers from lay clients without 
the intervention of a solicitor on licensing applications, the Council after 
communication with the Surrey and South London Sessions Bar Mess on 
the subject replied that the Council find that the custom referred to has 
long existed at the Newington Sersions, but that in the opinion of the 
Council such a practice is undesirable. (3) The opinion of the Council 
having been asked as to whether in every cave where there is more 
than one indictment, counsel for the prosecution is entitled to a brief upon 
each indictment, the Council alter communication with the Director of 
Public Prosecutions expressed an opinion that in every case where more 
than one indictment has been properly preferred, counsel for the prosecu- 
cation is entitled to a brief upon each indictment. (4) In reply to a 
communication from the Incorporated Law Society inviting the opinion of 
the Council as to the construction of the rules relating to circuit retainers, 
the Council after communication with the Attorney-General replied, that 
the opinion of the Council upon a true construction of the retainer rules 
giving a retainer for a particular assize has a right of renewing 
for the next. circuit, provided he does so within a reasonable 
that in the opinion of the Council such reasonable time is the 
of the pending circuit. (5) A barrister having inquired of the 
_a8 to whether it is proper or professional for members called to 
in England and practising in the Colonies, to give commissions or 
to persons introducing work to them; the Council unanimously 
the following resolution : ‘‘ This Council is of opinion that any 
who gave any commission or present to anyone introducin 
to him would be guilty of most unprofessional conduct, whi 
i, if detected, imperil his position as a barrister.” (6) The 
uestion as to the proportion which the fees of a junior counsel 
bear to those of his leader baving been again raised, the 
is under the consideration of the Council. 
Criminal iness at Assizes.—On this subject, after — their previous 
action, the Council say: The Council have no reason to hope that there 
h«s been any material dimiauition of the evils of the circuit system since 
the issue of their report. On the contrary, the reports of proceedings at 
certain towns during revent a:sizes lead them to believe that the rerious 
state of affairs, to which the attention of the authorities and the public 
has repeatedly been called, still continues. The Home Office has now had 
the matter under their consideration for a period of three years, and there 
is a widespread feeling that the time has come for the application of an 
effective remedy. The Council have therefore noticed with great regret 
the recent announcement made by the Home i 
q to him in the House of Commons, that the Govern- 
contemplate any alteration in the present circuit system. 
‘ Sessions.—The Council have to report that the 
poor aad g spay» of the circuits since June, 1876 (when the matter was 
by a joint committee of all the circuits), is to require that a 
to a Yge Fae —_—. | pen mapa if a 
a ee guineas, a junior a » 
ealition to the brief fee, and that one member of 


special. The leaders of the Chancery bar approve of a rule that a similar 
in the case of a Chancery Queen’s Counsel 
sroces o.sny circuit of which he is not a member, but the juniors of 

Ohancery bar who are not members of any circuit claim the right to 
hold a brief in any case commenced in the Obancery Division which is tried 
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side where the counsel comes special ; 
not members of any circuit should be | 





allowed to hold briefs in cases commenced in. the Chancery Division iy 
which they have drawn the pleadings, but which are tried on circuit, 
provided that one member the circuit be employed with them. Ag 
to the tice of the various sessions bars throughout the country, the 
Council have to report that the amount of special fee which the counsel 
going special is expected to have is infinitely various, ranging from five 
guineas to twenty-five guineas, and that the practice also varies as to the 
employment of members of the sessions with the counsel coming special. 
The Council recommend that one uniform rule should be adopted by all 
sessions bars, and consider that the rule should be that a counsel going 
special to sessions, whether he belongs to the circuit on which the sessions 
are situate or not, and whether he belongs to the inner or outer bar, 
should have a special fee of not less than ten guineas in addition toa 
proper brief fee, and that one member of the sessions bar should be 
employed with him; but where a special fee is marked in addition to the 
fee on the principal brief, no other special fee should be required for briefs 
in other cases connected with the same matter, entered at the same 
sessions. The Council further recommend that the members of the county 
sessions should have the right to attend all the borough sessions within 
the county without a special fee, and that the right of a counsel to practice 
at any quarter sessions which he has once opened should not be lost by mere 
non-attendance. 

Scales of Costs and Methods of Taxation in the Queen’s Bench Division.—On 
this subject, after stating the report adopted in July, 1899, the Council say: 
The principle above suggested has been, to some extent, recognized in the 
Public Authorities Protection Act, 1893, in cases in which public authorities 
are defendants. There does not ap; to be any sound reason for any 
distinction between cases in which they are plaintiffs and those in which 
they are defendants; nor any reason why they should be placed in a 
better position as regards costs than their adversaries, particularly where, 
as not unfrequently happens, their conduct is of an arbitrary character. 

Metropolitan County Courts.—After stating the necessity for new buildings 
for these courts, the Council recommend that steps be taken to secure the 
following arrangements: (1) That judgment summonses be not taken on 
the same days as ordinary business, but upon a special day appointed for 
the purpose ; (2) that a special day in each week or fortnight be set apart 
for the more important cases, e.g , jury cases, and other cases in which the 
claim exceeds £20, or in which some important question is involved ; (3) 
that each metropolitan county court be supplied with a telephone. The 
Council regret that under existing circumstances they are unable to 
suggest any practical method of making greater improvements in the 
arrangement of business. 

The Employment of Judges on Duties Other than Those Attached to their 
Judicial Position.—The attention of the Council having been drawn to the 
appointment of Lord Justice Oollins to preside over the commission 
— to inquire into the administration of the Patriotic Funds, the 
following resolution was at a special meeting of the Oouncil adopted 
unanimously, and communicated to the Prime Minister, the Lord 

r, the Lord Ohief Justice, Lord Justice Collins, and the First 
Lord of the Treasury: ‘‘ That this Council the increasing practice 
of appointing judges to ‘orm duties outside, and often inconsistent 
with, those attaching to their judicial position, as contrary to the public 
interest, particularly in view of the fact that the existing number of 
judges is too small to ay ape | discharge their proper functions.” In 
is letter acknowledging the receipt of the resolution the Prime Minister 
said that this expression of the opinion of the Council would receive the 
best attention of Her Majesty’s Government. 

The Long Vacation.—On the 6th of February, 1899, it was moved before 
the Oouncil: ‘‘ That no objection be taken to the proposed alteration of 
the Long Vacation (viz., from the lst of August to 1st of October, the 
sittings in Michaelmas Term to begin on the 12th of October) provided 
that a corresponding alteration be made in the dates of such assizes as 
have hitherto been held during any part of August.’’ This resolution was 
referred to a jal committee for consideration and report, and the 
committee put themselves in communication with the various circuits and 
yes their views upon the desirability and feasibility of the proposal, 

further asked that any difficulties with regard to the holding of assizes, 
sessions, revision courts or otherwise which such alteration would entail 
ight be pointed out to the committee. The committee having presented 
their report the Council on the 30th of October, 1899, resolved as follows : 
** That this Council is of opinion that no sufficient ground has been shewn 
for altering the Long Vacation.” 





SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION. 


The usual monthly meeting of this association was held at the Law 
Institution, Chancery-lane, on Wednesday, the 11th inst., Mr. Richard W. 
Tweedie in the chair. The other directors present were Messrs. H. 
Morten Cotton, Grantham R. Dodd, Walter Dowson, T. Musgrave Francis 
(Cambridge), J. R. B. Gregory, John Hollams, Sir George Lewis, F. 
Rowley Parker, Richard Pennington, J.P., Sidney Smith, and J. T. Scott 
secretary). 

' A sum of £450 was distributed in grants of relief, three new members 
were admitted to the association, and other general business transacted. 





LAW ASSOCIATION. 


A mnating of So Sinestans was held at the hall of the Incorporated Law 
Society on y, the 5th inst., Mr. Peacock in the chair. The other 

present were Mr. Sidney Smith, Mr. Nisbet, Mr. Ram, and 
Mr. Vallance. The date of the annual general court was fixed for the 24th 
of May next. Several ap for assistance were considered and relief 


granted, and other general business transycted, 
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LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETIES. 


Bremincuam Law Srupents’ Socrery.—March 13.—Mr. J. Moore Bayley 
presiding.—A discussion took place on the following moot point: *‘ A. 
makes an offer in writing to sell Blackacre to B. A. shortly aiterwards, 
without expressly revoking the offer to B., contracts to sell Blackacre to 
U. B., after hearing through a third party of the contract for sale to C., 
writes to A. accepting his offer. Has B. a right of action against A. on 
his refusal to compleie?’’ The speakers in the affirmative were Messrs. 
T. F. Duggan, W. J. Bigbey, J. W. Hallam, E. A. B. Cox, and W. 
Somers; and in the negative Messrs. A. A. Crawshaw, H. E Reynolds, 
W. C. Camm, and 8. P. P. Eaden. After the openers on both sides had 
replied, and the chairman had summed up, the question was put to the 
vote and decided in the negative by 7 votes to 6. 


March 27.—Mr. T. H. Russell presiding.—A discussion took place on the 
following moot point: ‘‘ That there is at common law a natural right of 
support of land by underground water.’”’ Tne speakers were: In the 
affirmative, Messrs. L. T. C. Meek, G. C. Pearson, J. W. Hallam, and 
T. F. Duggan ; and in the negative, Messrs. 8. P. P. Eaden, W. U. Camm, 
E. A. B. Cox, and W. Martin. The chairman having summed up, the 
+ ony oa put to the meeting, and decided in the negative by 7 
votes . 


Law Srupznts’ Denatinc Soctery.—March 27.—Chairman, Mr. F. H. 
Stevens.—The subject for debate was: ‘‘That the case of Cornwell v. 
Henson (1899, 2 Ch, 710) was wrongly decided.”” Mr. W. G. Chapman 
opened in the affirmative, Mr. Josepn Walker seconded in the affirmative ; 
Mr. R. P. Johnson opened in the negative, Mr. A. B. Russell seconded in 
the negative. The following members also spoke: Messrs. Daniell Hart, 
og f 7 Jones, Watson, Hamnett, Tebbutt. The motion was lost 

yy 2 votes. 


April 3.—Chairman, Mr. A. Hair.—Tnhe subject for debate was: ‘‘ That 
the case of Re Scott (1900, 1 Q B. 372) was wrongly decided.” Mr. A. B. 
Russell opened in the affirmative, Mr. KE. P. Bev seconded in the 
affirmative ; Mr. Tebbutt opened in the negative, Mr. Curnock seconded 
in the negative. The following members also spoke: Messrs. Heseltine 
Jones, Dickson, A. F. Raisen, A. Hamnett, A. Willis, Wardlaw. The 
motion was carried by one vote. 








LEGAL NEWS. 
APPOINTMENT. 
Mr. Azer Joun Ram, Q,C., has been appointed Recorder of Wolver- 
hampton, in the place of Mr. F. A. Bosanquet, Q.C., resigned. 
CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIP. 
va DissoLUTION. 


Atrrep Green and Wiiu1aMm ALtrrep Wrt.iass, solicitors (Green & 
Williams), Birmingham. Feb. 19th. [ Gazette, April 10. 





INFORMATION REQUIRED. 


Joun McLz0p Morz.—Any soliciter or other person having the original 
or a draft of any Will, or other Testamentary Disposition, made by the 
late John McLeod More, Esq., of 12, Kensington-gardens-terrace, Hyde 
Park, W., who diéd on the 23rd ult., is requested to communicate at once 
with Meesrs. Thorowgood, Tabor, & Hardcastle, of 11, Copthall-court, 
London, E.C., solicitors. 


Cornzetivs Parker Bianp (deceased).—The original Will of the above- 
named deceased (who died in 1868) is believed to have been in the possession 
of Mr. J. S. Wheatley, of 7, Symond’s-inn, Chancery-lane, solicitor, at 
the date of Mr. Wheatley’s death in 1871. After his death, his practice 
and papers passed into the possession of either Mr. Richard Kelly, of 9, 
Gray’s-inn-square, or Mr. Robertson, of Lincoln’s-inn. If the successors 
of either Mr. Kelly or Mr. Robertson have the above Will, will they kindly 
communicate without delay with Messrs. Wainwright, Pollock, & Oo., 37, 
— St. Helen’s, E.C., solicitors for the beneficiaries. Dated April 9th, 





GENERAL. 


Amcng those who have signified their intention of being present at the 
eannal dinner of the Hardwicke Society at the Trocadero Restaurant on 
Wednesday, the 25th inst., are the Speaker, Lord Rathmore, Lord Robert- 
son, Lord Justice Collins, Mr. Justics Bigham, Sir Richard Webster, 
Q.C , Sir Edward Clarke, Q.0., and Mr. Lawson Walton, Q.C., M.P. 


The Lord Chief Justice, says the Zimes, on rising on the 6th inst., observed 
that the special jury list was in a state such as he had not before known. 
There were only thirty-five cases awaiting trial, all other cases in the 
special jury list having coen made remanets or being postponed for various 
reasons, and if he had not been engaged for nine days on one case, he 
doubted whether there would have been now a single special jury case 


ready for trial. 
The Land Oh Bill was read a second time in the House of Commons 
on the 6th inst. The Attorney-General said the Bill was not at all a case 


should not be given. The Bill, practically speaking, followed 
out and improved the of lanl soem Walle Gea panty ta 
upon by the Act of 1888. The object in framing the Bill had been 
to simplify the mode of re the Acts under which such took place, 
and the system by which searches were carried out. 

A judge sitting on the bench in his every-day garb engaged with inter 
locutory proceedings is now, says the St. James’ s Gazette, a common 
but those who happened to walk into the Lord Chief Justice's Court 
one afternoon last week were a little surprised to find his lordship 
apparently summing up to a special jury without the robes, which add a 
certain amount of dignity of appearance to some of his brethren. The 

n was that the jury in Dudman v. Altman had considered their 


Kimber writes to the Times to point out that by 
“if the railway companies choose, an 
expenditure involved in comply with the Act, by making the 
limb saving appli mentioned in it, can be charged upon the 
taking in priority to, or pari passu with, the debenture stocks of 
company. No provision is made for the debenture stockholders be 
heard before their security is thus invalidated or diluted. There is, 
a oo ae which has escaped observation, for such a clause. 

e Regulation of Railways Act, 1889, which related to railway brakes, 
contained a similar clause, but has not been acted upon to any extent, so 
far as is known to the public. It may be that the amount of the 
expenses involved would not amount to much, but that is not the question. 
‘o- principle is involved—viz., that of the inviolability of securities 

contracts made under Parliamentary sanction.” 
In the House of Commons on the 5th iast. Mr. Renshaw asked the 


Mr. Henry 
of the Railway Accidents Bull, 
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the colony on the death of their members, althoug 
were not domiciled in the colony; whether the executors of such 
deceased member, if he died domiciled in the United Kingdom, would be 
liable to death duty under the Finance Act, 1894, and whether 
the exaction of the duty under the New South Wales Act would entitle 
Thetis he would tabe ste seve Guat tan ee depends ceaei 
not, W er he to pro same property 
not be subject both to impetel ent colonial death duty. 
of the Exchequer said, in reply, I 
not yet been sanctioned, imposes 
the tirst paragraph of the question. 
is in the affirmative. In reply to the third paragraph, 
which payment of both Imperial and colonial duty can be avoided 
be by the issue of an Order in Council ing sectio 
of the Finance Act, 1894, to New South Wales. This has not yet been 
done, and it can only be done if the laws of the colony conform to the 
conditions prescribed in the sub-section referred to. 
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THE PROPERTY MART. 
SALES OF THE ENSUING WEEK. 
April 19.—Messrs. H. E. Foster & Caanriscp, at the Mart, at 2:— 

REVEBsI' : 








c 1 at £700; the 
reversioner, aged 36, survives her; with , James Terrell, 

ONE rwentY. TH SHABE of a Trust Fund, value 
paying lady aged 71 £1,000 per annum. 


260 per annum; subject to 

, John A. 

TWO STALLS in the Albert 
son & Co., Londoa, 

(See advertisements, this week, back page.) 








WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gasette.—TvurspaY, April 3. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Listrap m Caawomar. 
Artas Bxptoratron Co, Lauren —Peta for winding up, 
heard on A ll. Dig 


boa XJ in the afternoce of apitie . 


must reach al 
SS on ad A nit bm roe mr om, *s inn, petner’s — 
Sothee «4 engenah jrast reach the above-named not later than 6 o'elocs in the after- 
“r = uired, on or before 


"Mag i, sad taste nana ad nddrege, ee nod the particu re of their dcbes or claims, 
names 

es aries Taylor, York bidgs, et, Bimpeoa, Manchester, 

Caynrve Jarnan Timper Co (Waarery Avernatia), Lauren (mx Lrgurparror) - 


ees a tas Lee net 





of legislation by silenenes, but purely a case of repealing, and ing 


the process, @ saw no reason why greater es for 
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DecueEss or Cootcarpre Gop Mixixc SYNDICATE, pe Pe are required, on or 
before April 27, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, Leslie Batt, 8, Chryssell rd, Brixton, 

E. Bisnor & Sons, Linirzp—Petn for winding up, will be heard on Wednesday, April E. 

Busk & Co, 45. Lincoln’s inn fields, agents for _ Miller & Son, Bristol, solors for 
petners. Notice spewing must reach Busk & Co not later than 6 o’clock in the 


, on or before Tuesday, py he 15, to send 


of their debts or claims, to Stanley & Co, 
45, Ludgate hill, solors fur ina 
FoxTana ymin Loutrrp—vreditors are required, on or before May 30, to rend theie 
addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to William Foster 
Gresham, 91, Cannon st 
Gye Process Fresu Foops Co, a gee ae are required, on or before er 4 to 
send their names and 2/ sses, and particulars of their debts or claims, w. Cc. 


afternoon 
F. Jacxsoy & van Luwutep —Creditors are 
their names and addresses, and the aaa 


Hutton, 2, Gresham bldgs, Basinghall st 

Hewisteans SynxvioarTe, urrEo—Creditors are uired, on or before ~~ 27, to send 
their names ad the particulars of their debts or claims, to Henry Gunter, 
17, Ola Broad st 

Hererorp & Co, Limitzp—Petn for winding up, eee April 2, directed to be heard 
April 11. Davidson & Morriss, 40 & 42, Queen Victoria st, solors for petners. Notice 


must reach the above-named not later than six o’clock in the afternoon of 


April 10 
Lavixeron Evaxs & Co (Loutep)—Petn for winding up. presented March 30. directed 
to be heard April 11 James & Mellor, 12, Coleman st, solors for petner Notice of 
appearing ma reach the above-named not later than six o’clock in the afternoon of 


Linea Curxa Co, Limitep (1x Ligquipation)—Creditors are required, on or before 
May 15, to send names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
to Pagden Child, 42, Poultry. 

Mertayr Liserat Crus Co. Limirep (1x Ligvipation) — Creditors are required 
on or before april 30. to send in their names and addresses, and particulars of their 
debts or claims, to Mr. Jobn Mathias Berry, Victoria st, Merthyr Tydfil. Jones & Co, 
Merthyr Tydfil, solora to liquidator 

Sheumeaae Assets Co, Limrrzp—Creditors are required, on or before May 15, to send 
their names and the poctiodinns of their debts or claims, to Thomas 
Farrell, Nicol Brown Watson, and William Wilson, 52, Moorgate st. Norton & Co, 
574, Old Broad solors to liq uidators 

Newport (Mox.) Workmen’s Cousaen Co, Lourep—Creditors are required, on or before 
May 16, to send their names and 3es, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 

Charles Lewis — Carlton chmbrs, Newport. Lloyd & Pratt, Newport, Mon., 


names Co or Barris Cotumsia, Limirzp—Petn for winding up, ey 
directed to 1. Moore, 83, Glasshouse st, 
solors for the abo’ aan. ane eet 
o’clock in 
required on or before April 


27, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts fay - tga 
Sidney Howard Hossell, Hatherton chmbrs, Old sq, 

Sourn Campania Buripine Co, Lnarep (1s vam Seem uired, on or 
before names and ap tye ed eir debte or 

claims, to Davies, Market sq, Pontypridd 

“teed Geena ocd can aie rticalale of thelr Gebia or aime, to Ja = 

or James 

Gillison and Joseph Chadwick, 10, Tower b North, Liverpoo 

ee DrevmGartTu —. Loar seuieal, o8.o1 on or lee Fen gh Mor @, 18, 

send their names and addresses, and the wt aechen “ their debts and claims, to 
and Joseph Chadwick. 10, Tower b! North Li 


Giltison and 
Taryciyy CoLiigry axp Fire Brick Co, Limitep (1x Vouuntary Liq ee See 
et ee ae te to send their names and a he particulars 
and claims, to Martin Clason Dahne, 18, 8 
Wesreatiax Jomt-Stocxk Losay axp Fisaxce Corporariox, pene 4y VoLusTaRY 
Liqutpatiox)—Creditors are required, on or before May 21, to send their names and 
ep ont the particulars of their debts or claims, to Edwin Fewings, 11 and 12, 





FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 

a Cortizry Co (Limrrep) Mixers’ Accipext Society, Gresley Arms, Church 
Gr ton on Trent, Derby. March 26 

Gazat BY AMALGAMATED Faienpiy Societizs Mepicat Association, Friendly 
Societies Lower ys 

Ho.soryx asp eee. 2 JuvesiLe Foresters Frizeypiy Society, St James’ walk 
Missivn St James’ walk, Clerkenwell. March 27 

Portu = Ysysuir Worxixe ‘Mes’ s Civs axp Institut, Mart, Porth, Glamorgan, 


Ruosuitt Lonce Farisspiy Society, Rhosbill, Cilgerran, R Pembroke. March 28 
Sovrnexp Lovat axp Ixperexpaxt Lopcr or OpprzLLows, ay nk eo Royal mews, 


uthend, 2 
oo (Bator) Co-orgzzative Sooty, Lunrep, 69, New st, Wellington, Salop. 


London Gazette.—Fripax, April 6. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Liurrzep « CaancerY. 
A. T. Evaxs & Co, Luurtep (ix Liguipatiox), Union Metal Works, Jenkins st, Small 
—— _ Bermingham— Creditors uiz: on or before May Is, to send in their 
_—— vie a eS eae Se ee & eae, © : 
~ = — row, West birmingham. und, Birmingham, solor to liquidator 
saa Empire Parace, a Frrpoer son are required, on or beleno May 16, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to William 


Thomson, 23, York pl, 

Brecn & ORemty, Liuatreo ux Lier cegr pcn e are required, on or before 
Ma to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their claims or debta, 

to Herbert Ch y, 57, M te st 

Caxpiry, Newrort, axp Swaxsea Eurizz Pavaces, Limrtep—Creditors are required, on 
—- 16, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts 

to William Thomson, 23, York pl, Edinburgh 

ery tn Lixitzp—Creditors are a ae en iintes, May 7, to send 

their names and and the portiodaes of of —_, debts or claims, to Edmund 
eroft 15, Victoria st, Liverpool. Draper, Li l, solor for liquidator 
ie py a Luurep zy editors are required, on on or _——- _—_ 20, to 
names of to 

Charles Edwin Dovey, 23, Queen st, Cardiff wrens 

> Discoust Syxvicatsz, Liurrzy —Creditors are required, on or phoma 6, to 

pmames and and the particulars an their debte or claims. nite, 

Taare 3eand 36 Norfolk +t, Strand. Thomasset, Watling st. solor for auidator 

Hemsow os FR ee, mrriox Greaw Lavi Lauspry — eR. Limitep - Creditors are 
req on l4, to , and particulars of 
thes debts or claims, to A. Raymond W: 6, Dowsate hill, Cannon st 

Tereziat Bac ve = Suse Co, 7 ns requested, on or before May 16, 


to send their of their debts or clai to 
Sacee Setar nion, eee sens eens ease 
Lospos axp AvernaLasiaw Devexture CozroraTiox, Limirep—Creditors are veasised, 
om of before May 21, to send their names and and the particulars of their debts 
Claims, to to Alfred 7, Union ct, O14 Broad st, Clark, 2, Bond ct, Walbrook, 


or 

wolor 

Maesuixsicx Wuirz, & Co, Lauren -Peta for wind 2, Cenetel te 
be heaed om “pelt 38. jammer & Mallor, 13, Colean woe for petuere, Notice 
an reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in 


Mises Poxcnase Brsvicate, Lamiten—Ceeditors are required, on or before May 31, to 











send their and eg yo yy 
A. Plumb, _ Game House, 
liquidator 


iq 
New British Domixions Expiorarion, Lancer“ Coiore are required, on or before 
May 15 to send in their names an the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to Thomas, 60. Gracechurch st. aa, ae See Cees 
e required, on or before bay tA to 
send their names and addresses, and the pastioutiaes of their debts or claims, to Wiliam 
Thomswn, 23, York pl, Edinbu 
Tivo, ym ed Luurep ( 


8, to Herbert 
solor for 


Newcastie Empree Pavace, Luwrrep —Creditors 


te. Leicester)—Creditors are on 
lsenen aud the guoiedom of Uae bie 


before April 20, names ad 
Claims, t. Edwin Pla Steeds, 20, Friar lane, Leicester 

Witiram kumney & » Lisi Creditors are required, on or before May 19, to send 
their names an add cesses, aod Alfred 


the particulars of their Pay or claims, to 
Herbert Pownall, 42, Spring gdns, Manchester. Grundy & Co, Manchester, solors to 


liqaidator 
London Gazette.—Turspay, April 10. 
JOINT 8TOCK COMPANIES. 
Liwirep 1n CHANCERY. 


Aye io-Frexcu Gotp Fietps oF AUSTRALASIA, Lamree~Qoettem are uired, on or 
before May 22, to send in their names and addresses, and the pastioeiamn of their debts, 
to H 8 Norris, 38, Walbrook 

British Emprae Trust Co, Luurep—Petn for winding up, presented selors 5, directed 
to be h-ard April 26. Mayo & Vo, 10, Drap2rs’  Pastennocta rton av, rs for or ee 
Notice of — must reach’ the abuve-named not later than 6 
afternoon of April 26 

Butieti Co, nee (1x _Liqurpation) —Creditors are required, on or before May 15, to 
send in their ames and addresses, and the partioulaes of thelr debts or dlaias to 

rge Braggiotti, 1. 15, Gt 8t Helen’s 

onan  trosmsare, Liarrep —Creditors are required, on or before May 19, to send their 
pames dresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Uharles Eves, 60, 
Gresham st ‘Nicholson & Co, 24, Coleman sana liquidator 

CoMMERCIAL OZONE SYNDICATE, LimiTEp — required, on or before 1, to 

send their names and addresses, and the te particular of foaer Gotho or china, illiam 
Wallis Futcher, 13 and 14, Boeinghall 

Cycie Press, Lure. —Creditors are ea on or before May 19, to send their names 
and ad: and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Duncan Douglas Robertson, 
St Lawrence House, T: st. Wells & Sons, Paternoster ro 

Drypoot AND MakFLEET SteAM Tramways Co, Linirap— Creditor are uired, on 
before June 1, to send their names addresses, their debts 

or claims, to J a Butterell, Imperial poo Pang Bowlslley lane, Hull. Stamp & 
Co Hull, solors to the liquidator 
F. AA ty & Co, Lite oa are required. on or before May 22, to send their 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or clains to John Mather, 
8, 8 Kin t, Manchester. Bedell, Manchester, solor to the liquidator 

JAMES Saban & Son, Liwrrep—‘“‘reditors are required. on or before May ® to send 
their names and tices, 08 thats pestiodenn of Sas Get oe dates © Walter 
Owen Clough, 89, Gresham et Martin & Co, King st, Cheapside, solors to liquidator 

Joun j Maen LiurrEp—Creditors are nth on or before May 9, to send their names 

and the particulars of their debts or claims, to J Butterfield, 2, Darley 
st, Bradford. Burr & Co. Keighley, solors for liq sidator 

Oaxaca DeveLopmenT SynDICATE, Limirep —Creditors are required, on or before wy * 

to send their names and d particulars of their debts or claims, to 
jeer da Broad stav Sarraciough, Broad st av, solor. 

Picxsury, Lim1tep.—Creditors are required, on or before May 5, to send their names and 
addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to William Edward Page, 105, 
Colmore row, Birmingham Maycock, Birmingham. solor to liquidator 

~~ Sreamsutr Co Tameree—Coediters are required, on or before May 15, 5 Eo 

heir names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to W’ 
jy Walker, 42, Castle st, Liverpool. Collins Son, Livemedl akenctguiae 

WEARWELL Siiprer Co, Lumrep (in Liquipation)—Creditors are required. on or before 
May 19, to send tieir names and addresses, and bg aay ped their debts or claims, 

to G. A. Robinson, 16, 8t James’ eq, Manchester. pson & Price, Manchester, solors 


for liguiato FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 
Aycrest ALBion Frrenpty Society, Temperance Hall, Chesham st, Holbeck, Leeds, 


April 3 
pa — pe Farewpiy Buriat Societz, Royal Oak Inn, 17, Vauirey st, Stalybridge, Chester. 
March 29 
Paisce ALSERT seven, L.0.0.F.M U. Society, Eagle Hotel, Beetwell st, Chesterfield, 
by. March 29 
Wasenns Inpusreiat Co-operative Socizry, Lourep, 96, Lower Lichfield st, 
Stafford. March 23 








CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER 22 & 23 VICI. CAP. 35. 
Last Day or Cuaim. 
London Gazette.—Tuxspay, March 27 
Arxrixsoy, Aywa Exizaseta Barrow April 2t Jackson, Barrow in Furness 


in Furness 
Biysey, James, 10 E & K J Hough, 
im, Davip Bamve., Wi , Kersal, Ma Sntbeton , Merchant May 12 Addleshaw 


, Manchester P : » 
Bouprer, Rev Grorge Jouy, Hawkhurst, Sussex May 1 Upton & Britton, Lincoln’s 
te, York May1 Wooler & 


Co, Leeds 
April 20 Robins & Clark, ow circus 


inn 
Brapsuaw, Any, Harroga’ 

Brapssaw, Witi1am Henry, Hackney 
Brows, Jonny, Chesterton, Cambridge, Contractor Junel Ead 
Bumsreap, Exiza, Southampton April 14 Perkins & Co, Gouthampion 
Carin, CHARLES "Rosisoy, Trottenioem May 20 Boydell, aq, Gray’s inn 
CARRUTHERS, CATHERINE, Saint Cuthbert, hm 7 May 4 . Olatterbick & Trevenen, 

Carlisle 


me Tuomas, Botcherby, nr Carlisle May 81 Clutterbuck & Trevenen, 
Car 


Cuapwick, Anwiz, Endell st, Acre April 23 Nickinson & Co, Chancery In 
Geuaean oLD, Sypyery, Braio' May 12 Cunnington & Co, Braintree 

Crave, Josern, Thornhem. Norfolk, Licensed Victualler April 20 Ward, King’s Lynn 
Dicsy, Atyruo James, Aldersgate at, Tailor April 30 Peacock & Goddard, South sq, 


~ 
Ducct, _ Great Russell st, Musician May 7 Withers & Withers, Arundel st, 


Ecroyp Hexry, Walmersley,near Bury April 20 Hall, Accringtog 

Swann, Busawnan Resecca, Richmo 256 Avery & Wolverson, New “ross rd 

Fewsres, = HAEL, Sherburn in Eumet, York, Mason April 30 Perkins & Perkins, Sher- 
burn 


Elmet 
F Exes, Chelsea April 28 ward, Honiton, Devon 
cation. Evia Baprorp, Bion ~# A 15 Hobhouse, Rutland gate 
Fuser, one ees. ee | eg 
PeeeMantLe, Samven, ‘armer 
Gittnam, Many, Peckham, Licensed Victualler April ia * 5 yt. st, Vhea) 
Haxren, pees aes in Elmet, i at 27 ' 

RT, Mon ones, Ne 

| Orarnex Jia, Regent Park rd oar a 7 Guar & Cai, John st, Bedford row 
Hotes, Axx, Newark 2 Barlow & Clough, Newark upon Trent 
Howaate, Joux, Ealing _ 


rap 
Jauxs, rnasey, ‘ere ene, Soright Apri Cae HB Chalk, 
Jonns, Daviv, Liangendeirne, 


— 
armer May ‘2 Mor: 
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Lampert, Rev Witt14Mm, Winchester ge 1 FI&JC Warner, fine 


McDay181, Smow, 8 ey Pt Newcastle upon 


wanage, Dorset 
MacraRLANE, Joun, Newoastle upon Tyne April 30 


Marruews. Atrrep, Southend on Sea April 30 Tolhurst & Aa Southend on Sea 

Mossis, Goonetina, Windsor April 24 — inn fields 

Parker, Henry, Bexhill, Builder May 16 Pead, Bexh : 

Psrcer, Mania Marcaret, Tunb ells st 

Pays, Gzorcs Massey, Park Village East a A 1 Hannay & 

Pspiey. JosHua Epwarp, Eastbourne, ergy ariner 

Perret, Hon Jostrx Lucins Heney Ma: 

Pamuirs, Taomas, Kemerton Court, nr 
N 


e Mon 
Prxy, Francis Cadaxtun Barry, Glam 30 Hughes, Barry 
ae Mary, Southport May1 Buck ete couth Southport 
Rosixow, Henry Mrinuanp, Kimberley, South Africa, Merchant May 12 Hollams & Co, 


Mio In 
Routerson Wi.iaM, or Mary Rouuersox, Hull, Grocers April15 Wells & Hull 
Ross, ARCHIBALD JouN JoszpH. late Maj or, King’s Own Taneaster Regiment | SO? 


April 30 Wimpole 
SuiTH, Basaerr, Bexley Heath, Kent April 30 Baynes, 
Surru, Mary, Newton Abbot, — 
Solomon, Isaac, Cheltenham 
Srucxey, Mary Ayn, Bath ane fton & Co, 
Swirt, RacHEL Katueniyg, Ainsdal ie, Lancs April 28 Gibb, Sonia 
Tracey, JosEPH Perkins. Colchester, Confectioner A 11 Marshall, Colchester 
TrarrorD, HargietT, Kensington April 13 Jubb & Halifax 
TownsEnp, THomAS. and Hayyan ToOwnsEnp, Littleborough, Lancs April 30 Brierley 
Hudson, Rochdale 
WappiLove, Lavinia, Seymour st, Connaught sq May 10 Beal & Payne, Budge row 
Weer, Busssseee, Lunatic Asylum, ponds, Bristol June 24 Burgess & Sloan, 
r 
WesstERr, JOSEPH, ee Slater April30 Jubb & Co, Halifax 
Woop, Witt1am, Hampstead April SP bbepheards & Walters, Finsbury circs 
Wooncock, Sarax, Nepenstle under Lyme oe 10 10 ar an Newcastle under Lyme 


Lonion Gasette.—Fripvay, March 30. 


Avams, James, Mereworth, Kent, Baker May 27 Ellis, Maidstone 

A.prrson, ABRABAM, Leeds, Beerhouse ‘Kespee May 28 Bailey, Leeds 

——"———" Market Harborough, Leiceter, Solicitor Oct 21 Nicholson, Market 

arboro' 

Asnorart. Hargret Saran, Dawlish, Devon May 1 Hepburn & Co, Cheapside 

Bartow, Wiuuiam, Choriey Apiil 30 Foley, a 

.BarTon, "BARA, Sutton, near Macclesfield April25 May, Macclesfield 

BeppinaTon, ALFRED Henry, Cornwall terr, Regent’s Bark May 12 Montagu & Co, 
yy h, 

Betus., Pues, Lancs May1 Dootson, Leigh, 

31LLINGTON, Apa, Brixton April 20 Jones, h Holborn 

3omFoRD, Jonny, North Leverton anehacta aluer May 12 Meee Retford 

Bourne, Joun, Lianelly, Tinplate Man’ uurer oes 1 Howell, 

BOWMAKER, Epwakrp JamEs, Southend on Sea CE Wood & Co Southend on Sea 

BrickNELL SamueE., Exeter Aprilié Battishill & ee ee 

Cure, zona, and Acyzs Roprnsox, Barnacre with Bonds, Lancs May 12 

C > Weacen Ryde, I of W, April By yg tA 

‘OTTON, ILLIAM, v o t 14 

Onaze. Joun, and ResErcoa Meher Sg Lo april 30 Graham-White & 








unceston 
CuTcLIFFE, Joun Lax, Norwood June 1 6 Seew, On a yr nd inn, Fleet st 
Evers-SwinDELL, ALLAN JOHN, Great Malvern & Co, 

FosresTer, ELIZABETH, Hensing! Cumberland May 8 Todd, 8 Todd, Whitehaven 

Foster, ELIZABETH ANN, en York Junel Bantoft, Selby 

a Greenhith e, Kent, Licensed Victualler "april 2 Tohurst & Co, 
Frew, Jonny, and Sornia Frew, [—<~y¥ Bg Tatham & Co, Queen Victoria st 
Hanris, ALFRED OsB RN, Dover, Ph — Mowli & Mowll, Dover 

Hart, Emma, Westgate on Sea ‘April 1 15 Co, Ashford, Kent 

Haatyou, James, Charing Crossrd, Architect May 4 Howse, Abchurch yard 

Howsz, Tuomas Handsworth May 18 Clarke & Co, 

Irwin ARTHUR VALEATINE, —_.~ ~ April 28 Farber, Gray’s inn aq 

Jacksox, Jonny Tones, Liverpool May 4 Mannay, Li 

Jamieson, ALEXANDER, Preston, Tallow Manufacturer 9 Taylor & Son, Preston 
Jexxincs, Hannan Exiza Wynne, Liverpool A 20 Nicld, 

ao Cosauene 4 mae Hueues, Dave’ ~ 4 y il Webb & Co, 
JoxEs a Malpas, Mon April10 Gardner & 7 Newport, Mon 


Kerroot, James, Leigh, Lancs, Wholesale Fruiterer May 1 

— . James, Ippolytts, Hertford, Cattle Dealer June 1 Chalmers-Hunt, 
Kyow.es, James, Upholland, nr Wigan April28 Wright & A) _— 
Leacoox, WILLIAM cass je as 7il 20 Dunn, 's gins 

Lirtie, Axniz, Hull April 6 alker & Colbeck. Hull 


upon 
Lowe Joun, Reading. Temperance Hotel Keeper May1 Brain & Brain, Reading 
Luxer, Taomas Witi1am, Moseley, Worcester, Baker May 10 Canning & Canning, 


birmingham 
Mavey, James Rosert, Herne bill, Builder devi 80 Richards, Danes inn, Strand 
Seane naa, newer, nr Manchester, Proprietor May10 Ormerod 
Allen, 


Morcan, Ann, Tredegar,Mon Mavy7 Shepard, Tred 

Moyes Anprew Hevenvs, Cambridge, Innkeeper ‘April 90 eae, Lemeed 

U'Brizx, Mary, Delhorne ary, Gin May 1 & Co, New aq, 
0 ~~ n’s inn » 

LIVER, JonN, Shrews) JP Ma Morgan, Shrewsb 

Osporse, SAMUEL Lane, Shanklin, Ta May 12 Bailey, jan, Ne wport 


Pzrry, GroraE Wim, Wandsworth April 27 Yeilding & Co, Vincent st, Westminster 
Pintans, Louisa Jemima, St Leonards on Sea May1 Hyde & Son, Worcester 
aay Ropert,  Soetield, Cab Proprietor April28 Howe, Sheffield 
YMILL, HeRBert, Fie Gray’sinn May1l 4udson, Union ye El 
Senex, Hewmietra Canoxine, V Winchester May 12 ae Witte 
HAW, Ann, Littlemoss, nr Ashton under Lyne May Dayler, ye +3 wee — 
Siurson Mary, Newcastle upon Tyne April 21 A Newcastle upon 
fuuxoer, WILLIAM High Ouveg ste, York, -lesaleD: May 19 Ppa s York 
Sm THKRS, Joun Vincent, Ramsgate May 1 oan megate 
Sockarr, Rev Henny, Sutton, Sussex May1 Brydone & Pitfield, Petworth 
Sroxrs, "AMELIA Mary, Hammersmith rvs Til 30 H is & Dowson, Spring gdns 
THompson, Jouyx., Durham May 8 Pridain, Houghton le Spring 
TRAILL, HENRY Durr, Gordon aq, Jour May 14_ Lovell & Co, Gray’s inn sq 
Trowr, Exiza, Plymouth June 24 Wilson, Piymouth 
Turvy 5 som. Banham, Norfolk, Farmer ‘April 21 Houchen & Houchen, Attleborough, 
orto. 
Unsworrn, Hannan, Glazebury, Lancs May1 Dootson, Leigh 
Wauts, Mary Ann, Kirton in Lindsey, Liecoln April 20 Tweed & Co, Lincoln 
Warp, Cuaries §aits, Brompton rd, Jobmaster May 1 Hudson, Union Bank bldge, 


Kly pl 
Wanng, a Any, Harlesden May 12 Cameron & Co, Old Broad st 


London Gasette.—-Turspay, April 8. 


Anpenson, Jamns, Stockton on Tees May 29 —. 2 & Co, Stockton on 
Asnriren, Antu n Epwanrp, Fenchurch st, Tea Taster May 28 Chandler, New ot, 
‘a inn 


Ba Kemerton, 
Barua. wean Lemme Saee APwe, Ocal Mneaas Sane one, 


eston super 
B 8 Wells June1 Andrew & Cheale, Tunbridge Wells 
Bassano rms, Bi Aeld tenes 9 

Bartietr. KzeziA, Southampton May15 Johns, 


Beprorp, Fanxy, Cantiowes ry i oy a, yward, Coleman st 
Biaa, Ayxe, 


Hampstead Ma 
Brevey, James, Carlisle 17 wee &K Ptoagh 
BirtwistLe, Ropert, amet BER. Hough, Cun May 7 Woodcock & Sons, 


B , Mary, Hyde Park May 14 Davies & Co, Chesterfield 
Sone, =e Lavedinine Manchester ee 12 Tucker & Co, Manchester 


Catow, JosHua, Py & Chesterfield 

Carter, Hannag, Cai ne? 12 ten & Speaing, Ca 

CHALLINGSWORTH, Hakzgiet, 

-CraBB, RicHarp Hatiey, be ag 25 Pa = & Co, Chelmsford 

ConELLy, CHARLES Epwarp, Cheetham, Manchester y 12 — & Co, Manchester 
mn, Mariupa, Norwich’ April 90 ‘Hallett & Co, Ashford, Kent 


— Lady Carouixe Lucy, Kensington April 30 Reve SS, Gs Beek 
Daven ‘Many Axum, Sunninghill, Berks’ June 2% Clarkson & Co, Lime st 


Evans, Ev1zaBeTa Soruza, iy April 20 Harris & Chetham, Finsbury sq 


Fanran, Ropert ean ys Reeves & Co, Old ay st 
Pennines, ALFRED, Cowes. ew May1 cari mide & Sons, Newport, lot W 





Marspen, WILLIAM, y~ kd 12 Jubb & Oo, Halifax 
Sustaam, JAMES, . Farmer April 30 Law & Worssam, Holborn 


uct 
Mitiarp, Witt1am, Weston super Mare, Licensed Victualler April 30 Smith & Sons 
‘Weston super or 


April 30 Agent May 1. Ibberson, Ackrill, Tunstall 


May 3 eri | & elaeer. 
Wisbech, Cambs 


Moors, Gronce, Alsager, Chester, 

Nutson, Henry, Li Yack. Comeniasicon 

Ourver, Davin. Kilburn 1 nome fo Oo, Lineola’s — 

Prespercast. Major Frepericx Lexox co 1 Markby & 

Paics, Emma Norrer, Brighton May 3 

Rorawe.t, WiLt14mM ge 

Scort, Rett. Cane rd, F len ae a 

SpinDLeR, WaLTEB ne Commission Agent y pton 
Bri Lincolo’s inn 


Srevens, Henny, Ipswich an Birkett & Ridley, Ipswich 

Tro.up, Letitia,‘ ardigan April 30 Jenkins & Evans, Cardigan 

Upatt Epwano, Bolton April 30 oo Bolten 

Apes Tuomas, Ancoata, April 28 Moon, Manchester 
Wexon, Fanny, East Sheen, Surrey A: 20 ny eg 

Waymper, Anxz Sopuia, Eaton ter June 24 Cunliffes & lo 

jangwyryfon, Cardigan 





WiittaMs, RGARET, Li sty 20 Roberts Evans, 
Aberystwyth 

Woovueap, Txomas, eo le Moora, Lancs, Engimeer May 15 Briteliffe, 
Accrington 

« Gasette.—Fripay, April 6. 

Barrac ovens, WILLIAM, aan 4 19 Farrar & Crowther, Bradford 

BaxTEK. KATHLEEN Gorpoy, Lockwood in Huddersfield May 15 Pay at a 

Beoiscretp Hanarett Anvye, St Malo, a Pm $3 & Co, Berners st 

Briytu, Maey Bewristra, 8t Clarke & Co, Gresham House 

Manager May5 Eggington, Bir- 


Bowker, James, Moseley, Worcester, Reitway Foe em 

Brookes, Gzorce, Llandudno, Lodging House Keeper May1 Chamberlain & Johnson, 

CastLepen, Jons Rrcnangp, Canterbury Rh 12 Fielding, 
Gringley on 


Carriz, Lestiz CHanpurR, the Hill, Notts, Farmer 1 Beacoby & 
on, 

Cc , Mary, Scarborough May 12 Hick. Scarborough 

naqeeneen, & on Hull ‘May 14. Peach & Titley, Harrogate 


Cuatrerton, Ropert, Kingston 
Cuerry, Hannan, Kensington 


y binson & 
ook, Ricwarp, Luton, Bedford May 5 —— & Co, 8t Albans, Herts 


Exams, Eviza. May i 

Eums, Mary Axy, Bevonport May1 Benett, ee 

Ferrvus, ANATOLE AME, May5 Reh¢ers & Hitgpe, Missing ia 

Fu arr. GEORGE men ath Islington, Manufacturers’ Agent y18 Goldberg & Co, 
Forest Tom, Motherwell, Lanark, Hawker May7 Newlands & Newlands, Jarrow on 
Garpyee, Bicaarp, aay Pend, Northumberland April 2i Sanderson & Weatherhead, 


Garrop, gs + Norfolk May9 Naunton & Son. Chespside 
} nag ong ee at. Ley A Co, Southport 
rBsoN, WILLIAM, ol an’ wes & Liverpool 
Gotpsere, Krrry, ew Lesser & Co, Leadenhall st 
Garston, Wattse Jouy, Mortals ad 8 Crust & Co, hog 
Sache. — sntofts, Leeds, Yeoman ‘April 2s Farrar & Crowther, 


Haves, Epwanp, a Se a y Salisbury & Griffiths, Bristol 


Haarcey, 8ananu Any, ay 
oo, ae Feuerbach, nr Stuttgart, Germany 8 JH&J Y Johnson, Lincoln's 
Hixy, Wittiam, Rhyl, Flint, Wine wen April 30 Parr & Co, Ormskirk 
Howarp Dosoruy Axx, M April 2 G & F Brumeli. ——, 
Howes, Frances Evizapertn, May 12 Shaen & Co, row 
Hurrox, Rev Josrrn Sexy West Heskrton, York May 19 Morrish, 
James, James, Lian Carnarvon May 14 _— 
Piaskitt, Lincoln's inn fields 


bedrog, 
Jznyinos, Eview, St Margaret’s, Twickenham 
Jonnson, Samus, Hammersmith, Actor May v1  aghton & Savory, Clement's inn, 


Strand 
LAO eT niles Walle Tunbridge Wells, Licensed Victualler May 12 Cripps & Co, 
LELARGE Juss, Paria, Merchant a Rehders & : a oo 
M4 & Canning, 


Lewis. Bopsat Henry, Aston juxta 


—_ .., an 1 M 
ae. LeonagD Cuaneee, x. —" 

ayMan, James. Scarborough, Yeoman 2 
Merepira, Wii11AM, Shepherd's Bush May Go 
Monrnis, Ewa, North Finchley May 10 ter & CO. 
Muwpay, Maarua, Bedford  f Bloomabury April 30 Spargo, South sq, oe 
Nionotson WituiaM Suwa, Newark Ty Trent jae 10 at Co, 

ar Ripon May5 Wise & 


See beng St Marne, Mey tl” Peeters & Raynes, Ni 
A ary TyLsTox, ay un’ ew 8, 
***) imcoln’s ina "= 


Perens, Josern Hexny, i aera Solicitor 16 Manchester 
° May Read, 





poem Saba, Te & Holt, Lowestoft 
Pipesox, Axx, Teenat, tebe May 36 Heane, Newport 






- 








384. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL, 





April 14, 1908, 











Porter, Jonn Movttox, Warrington, Fish Dealer 
Qui, THomas Manoxy, Hammersmith ye 


RicHarps, RB, Penzance, Corn 


am Samvszt, Hamlet gdns, 
Sroxz, Sasaayen Mary, Bath soy 10 Stone & Co, Bath 
Trice, Howarp Fie.iper, Hyde Par’ fee 10 Day, 
TritsBacn, Avaustus, Hampstead, Master Baker 
Watrorp, Epwanp, (bers gr I ~ ‘J Ma 
Warson, Tuomas, ~~ 
Wartsoy, Wituram Henry, 

on & Son, Midhurst 
Werient, Mary, Bil 
Youne, Wi1.14M, Birming’ ’ 





Licensed V; 


BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, April 6. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
ABRAHA LOMON, o—_ — SiipErG, Leeds, Sli 
2 et March 27 Ord A rs a 
ATHOE, ALEXANDER, St Fiorenee to rm Grocer Pem- 
broke EFet April4 Ord A all Pe 
—— >? eh | Hull, Plumber Kingston 
Basuaut, Bea, » Actress * High Court Pet 
Feb 24 Ord 
Buiunpett, WAtrTer, ane, Journalist Portsmouth 
April Ord April 2 
So, ot Wormwood st High Court Pet March 9 
CAsTLE, ae High Court Pet March 7 


CaswELL, FEBY sx, B Bedminster, Draper Bristol Pet 
Ord A 


Browne, Warrington 
ay 31 aus hter & May, Austin Friars 
REEVE, a, Crick, Northampton May? [isch Davent ‘aus - 
SCOTT, JOHN Biddulph, Staz rd, Wheekon ht Beas 2° pnaace, Depmanee 
% ‘0 wrig) 

BBALD Many Axx Sunderaad A April siker, Sunderland ee 
Kins, EDWARD, i Blacksmith Mayi19 Pi Linco 

mITR, Buna, Sheffield May 8’ Lucas & Padley, Sheffield — - 
Ravenscourt Park May 21 Dixon &‘Hunt, Gray’s inn sq 


Clement’s inn | 
y 7 Greig, Fenchurch st 
14 emt & Woods, Ventnor 

& Co, Devonshire sq 


Sussex, ‘Lieut-Colonel May 18 


York May5 Poultney, Ulverston 
ictualler May 22 Huggins, Birmingham 





CuILps een poe Painter Readii Pet 
March 31 Ord March 31” - 

Cotuizr, Freperic W F, Park pl, St James’ High Court | 
Pet March 15 Ord A April 3 


Davies, SamvkL, a “sans Moulder Dudley Pet 
March 81 Ord March 
== CHARLES, Hull, Traveller Kingston 


a 
D oa Pet April 3 Ord Apeil 8 Egg Merch 
UN FORD, 1LL1aM, Landport, Han‘ erchant | 
Pet March 23 Ord March 30 | 
Eecreet, Freperick WILLIAM, Tomas aaa SsrTH, and | 
Sagry Epwin Waxes, Kingston u Hull, Whole- 
sale Confectioners Kingston upon Hull Pet April 3 


Ord ca 8 

Gazex, Wim, Upper Holloway, Plumber High Court | 
Pet 4 Ord April 4 

Hirtos, 


—. + Fish Dealer Burnley Pet 

a ¥- “rw Weston super Mare, Grocer Frome 
Ord April 4 

7 


meen ams and Frepericx Puxit.irs, 


Maesteg, Glam, Bakers Cardiff Pet April 3 


3 

Homa, Saucet, South pat Devon, Hawker Plymouth | 
Pet April3 Ord April 3 

Horxiss, CHartes STaNey, 
Portsmouth Pet April4 Ord April 4 } 

Hoascry, Many Axx, Burmantofts, Coal Dealer Leods | 
Pet 8 Ord «4 | 

Heriox, Gzorce, Cr cies Boot Maker Exeter | 
Pet 16 Ord March 16 

| 


Jonzs, Davin Henry, Liverpool, Builder Liverpool Pet 
Feb 22 Ord April 3 


Joxzs, Joux, —. Colliery Weigher 
‘et April 2 Ond April 2 ~ 
Joxzs, MAS ee Y ome Giam, Grocer Neath | 
Pet April3 Ord April 3 
Jouzs, WittiamMMatuetes Swansea, Commercial Traveller 
Swansea Pet April3 Ord April 3 | 
Maywyarp, Heyxzy James, Lansdowne rd, London fields, | 
Gallery Proprietor High Court Pet March 2 


Ord 4 
a -t: Jous, Gloucester, Hay Merchant Gloucester 


pril3 Ord March 3 
Mrmaxvz, AL Rep, South Shore, Blackpool, Grocer Preston 
Pet 3 Ord 
Licensed Victualler 


April 3 
Ouive, ALreepJzeR:Miau. Carmarthen, 
Carmarthen Pet April3 Ord April 3 
Pecizen Samver Ossorxe. Abertillery, Mon, Grocer 
Tredegar Pet April3 Ord April 3 


Pamuirs, Ezexizt Hven, Ilkeston, Derbys Derby Pet | 
March 20 Ord April 4 

Powis, Farornic, Stamford st, Blackfriars Indiarubber | 
Merchant 


Court Pet March 10 Ord April 4 
Regeeens, Jous,and Hexzy Rivpiesworrn, Wigan, 


Pet April 2 A 
Ona Apel & East G Baker’ Ni twich oe a aeil 4 


Saspers, Hexny, Mayals, nr Swansea, Farmer Swansea j 
EL a Painte 
EWELL, TEE Journeyman Painter 
Gheffield Pet iat 8 Ord Ail 8 
Sisoietos, Wittiam a, Manchester, Com av Pro- 
moter Pet March 17 Ord 


Manchester 
Srexcer, Jons Wueetpox, Wakefield, Hatter's aan 
Wakefield Pet et April 2 Ord April 2 | 
Sreaxen, James Fitzeor, jun, em Hotel Pro- | 
prictor Tx Pet A Urd April 2 
BcxperLasp, a Laddemden. nr or Halifax, Clog ey | 
Manufacturer Hali‘ax Pet March31 Ord March 3 
a “as” Witton, Blackburn, Flagger Blackburn | 


3 Ord is | 
Tuomrsox, Wiit4sm Hever, Chester, Produce | 

Broker 3 | 
Court Pet | 


Liscard, 
Liv Pet March 22 Ord A; 
Toop, Tuomas xuixc,Old Kentrd Hig 
Mareh 14 Ord April 2 


Uswis, Feascis, Loughborough, Baker Leicester Pet | 
April 2 O:d April 2 


| Green, 


| Parey, Ricnarp, Holyhead, 
Crypt chm! 


Tron, Old Plant, &c. 
)and Heavy Goods 


chasing or renting a h 


minster. Fee quoted 








Wa mageaem, Derby, Draper Derby Pet March 20 
Water, a? ae Norfolk, Dealer Norwich 


Pet April 4 
bee Grorce SwitH, and Witi1am Lgl wee 
ame Bag, Builders Canterbury Ord 


Waitt, Heyry Srepxen, Southam 
ampton Pet April3 Ord Ap 
WuitEsreap, Epwarp, Higham, nr Roch 
Gardener Rochester Pet April2 Ord A 
Amended Notice substituted for that = 
London Gazette of March 16 
Jotty, Amprose CuaRies, and WALTER Bice, 
Kent, Builders Greenwich Pet Jan 31 Ord March 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
Bacau, Joszrx, Draycott in the Moors, Staffs, Farmer 
Ane 19 at 1215 North Stafford Hotel, Stoke upon | 
—- Beta, Chiswick, Actress April19at11 Bank- 


ptey bldgs, Carey st 
a ~~= f Watrer, Southsea, Hants, Journalist April 18 


at3.30 Off Rec, Cambridge pK ag High st, Ports- 


, Plumber South- 


mo 
| Browy., Gzorcz Wiitiam Jackson, Wolverhampton, 
Builder April 19at12 Off Rec, Wolverham 


| Burson, Jonn, — st April 20at12 Bankruptcy 


| ecsmalt Wamaee z, and Epwanrp Joserx Haw ey, Burslem, 
Staff: ware Manufacturers April 18 at 10.30 
Off Rec, 

a Ww F, — 


April 20 at 11 Bank- 
tey bldgs, Care 


Ccepaen, JAMES, Brighton, Doshesiier April 19 at 12 
Off Rec, 4, Pavilion bldgs, Bri 

Contre, Freperick W F, Park St James’ April 19 at 
12 Rankruptcy , Carey s 

| Davies, Witu1am, Swansea, Joiner April 18 at 12 Off 
Rec, 31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 


DI140%, Jou MicHAEL, a. Pawnbroker April 18 
at 11 6, Atheneum ter, Plymouth 
Duxsrorp. WILt1aAM, Lendioeth 


Newcastle under Lyme 
Builder 


Hants, Egg Merchant, 
April 18 at 8 Off Ree, gk - ® june, High st, 
Portsmouth 
JoserH, and Grorce GREEN, Donets, Pawn- 
brokers April 19at12 Off one = Fae ln, Sheffield 
GREENSLADE, WIL 2AM, Poole, Dor: ish Dealer April 
18 at 12,30 ,7 
Homan, SAMUEL, South Zeal, Devon, pe April 20 at 
11 6, Atheneum ter, a 
Jacques. Waiter Epmuunxp. Leamington, Foreman in 


Tronworks April18 at12 1 Anlerey, Pha “ ae 
— Plum! pr 


jw, Chester 
old 3 oad st, Accountant 
bldgs at 
ester, Market 
Rochester 


at 12 
SecagTan, ARCHER JESTON, 
April 19 at 11 ——— 
Wuitrpreap, Epwa 


Gardener April 23 at 12 115, High st, Roc 


Examined, Tested, and Reported upon by an Expert from 
Engineering Co. (H. Carter, C.E., ys ge 65, Victoria-street, West- 


osmeryg A | 





To Soxicrrors, Reat Estatz Owners, AND REPRESENTATIVES.—We obtain 
Best Prices for all Quantities of Second-hand and Defective Rails, Scrap 
We undertake to SELL for Clients, at a moderate 
commission, or PB Purchase outright where necessary, all Iron, Steel, 
, Castings, &c. 

| Morpaunt Lawson & Co. -» Workingto 
| daunt, Workington ; Telephone: No. 9), and Branches at Belfast, Bir. 
| mingham, Carlisle, London, Liverpool, and Middlesborough.— —[Apvr. } 


WaknINnG To InTENDING House Purcuasers AND Lxssees.—Before pur- 


Write or wire— 


Highest references. 
nm, Cumberland (Telegrams: Mor. 


ouse have the Sanitary Arrangements thoroughly 
The Sanitary 
Established 23 


on receipt of fu ticulars. 


years. Telegrams, ‘‘Sanitation.””—[Apvr.] 


a ae —_ pam y ee Stu, 

ABRY WIN ALKER, n 

Wholesale +~ rom Kingston w pon Hull Pet 
April3 Ord A 

ones, © him re pupner He Holloway, Plumber High Cowt 


Gee , tall Sa all Walbrook, Solicitor High 
Court Pet Feb 21 Ord April 4 





Hittoy, Rosert, Burnley, Dealer Burnley Pet 
ae April _- a et u e 
SCOCKS, ILLIAM, rs su are, Grocer Frome 
Pet Aprild Ord A) ia 
Hitcuines, Davin, aoa Faxprnice a ye Tywith, 
Maesteg, Glam, Cardiff Pet April3 Ord 
Hops ts, CHaries STANLEY, Southsea, Hants, Mesentiie 


} | Houman, Samuzt, South _— von, Hawker ‘Plymouth 
Pet April8 Ord April 8 

Horsvry, . ~y' Ann, Burmantofts, Leeds, Coal Dealer 
Leeds Pet April3 Ord April 3 

ay waith, Glam, Oallleny Weigher 

x: ‘et April 2 Ord April 2 

Jones, THomas Henry, Cymmer, Glam, Grocer Neath 
Pet April 3 Ord April 8 

Jones, Witt1AM Marueres, Swansea, Commercial Traveller 
Swansea Pet Ay ris Ord April 3 

Lazagvs, yy pton, Merchant High Court Pet 


4 
a. Joseru Epwarp, Red Lion sq High Court Pet 
Dec 29 Ord March 
Mattos, Joun. Sheffield, Builder Sheffield Pet Feb 5 
Ord April 3 


Menreett, - Gloucester, Hay Merchant Gloucester 
Pet *Paox Ord April 3 
a Po HOMAS Henry, Congleton, Chester, Provision 

Macclesfield Pet Feb 23 Ord April 3 
eon > a. J#REMIAH, » Licensed Victualler 
Carmarthen Pet April3 Ord April 3 
Parxiyson, R, Acton, Builder Brentfori Pet Feb 16 
Ord March 31 


Pecien, Samuez Ossorne, Abertillery, 
Pet April 3 Ord April 8 

Puruirs, Freperick. Al e, Staffs, Poultry Dealer’s 
Walsall Pet March 23 Ord March 31 

ns oe Tuomas, angen, Glam Pontypridd 


Pet 22 Ord Mar 
3 Norwich Pet April 4 


East 

4 

Cuargtes Rexgce, Birmingham, Penholder 
acturer Birmingham Pet Feb 2 Ord 


March 29 

Rornersam, CuaruEs Tatsot, 8t Helen’s pl, Financial 
Agent High Court Pet 29 Ord April 2 

Sanpers, Hewry, or: nor Swansea, Farmer Swansea 
Pet April4 Ord A 

Saunpers, ARTHUR, Eluswell, Suffolk Bury St Edmunds 
Pet March 5 Ord March 31 

Scae, Amprose Goopeg, Peckham, Jobmaster High Court 


JonEs, f. 8... 
Pontypridd P 


Mon, Grocer 


Rix, ArgTau 
Ord Apri 


Rosryson. 
Manuf 





Wixrssoy, Ropert WItiiam, York, Grocer 
April 19 at 11 Off Rec, 31, Manor row, Bradford 

WorpswortH, Joe Freeman, Tin-plate 
Worker April 19 at 12.30 Off Rec, Figtree reen, Shetield | 

Yates, Witiiam, Ganley, Staffs, Builder por 19 at 2.30 | 


North Stafford ’Btoke upon 
mended notice substituted for that lished in the 
London Gazette of 8: 
Patrcn, Bongerr Tuomas, Wi Somerset, Farmer | 


April ilat1 Off Rec, Baldwin st, Bristol 


gt DICATIONS. | 
ArHoz, ALEXANDER, Florence, Pembeste, Grocer 
Pembroke Pet e Apel 4 Ord April 4 


Bagrett, CHARLES cnr ——, Staffs, Grocer 


Hanley Pet March 28 
Bartie, ALrrep, Kingston ull, se Kingston | 
upon Hull Pet A eetl 2 2 “Ord April 2 
BiuspELt, Waiter, Southsea, _— Journalist Ports- | 
mouth Pet April2 Ord April 2 
Baioos, Gzoncz Epwanrp, Newcastle on 7 Manufacturer | 
Newcastle on Tyne Pet March 23 Ord March 29 


| Buraman, Henry. Nant st. Canbride Heath. Carman High 


Court Pet Feb 28 Ord April 4 


' Cuitps, Gzoncx, Pangb: ne, Painter Reading Pet | 
March 31 


Ord March 3 


| Craventos, Joux Win iy Fore st av, Commission Agent 
Marchi O 4 


h Court Pet 
IcHARD, W: 
3 


rd April 

Coox, High Court Pet Nov 13 Ord | 
A 

Crawrorp, Joux Heyny, Cannon Financial Agent 
High Court Pet Dec 15 Ord Apel 8 

Davies, Sanuver, FS ery ae Dudley Pet | 
March 31 March 

Deane, WALTER ey Statham, Surveyor Wands- | 

worth Pet March1 Ord March 1 

Diss, nee gee, upon Hull Kingston upon Hull | 

Pet A 


Dosweut, oo he dg 1» Leeds, Patent + Mer- | 
chant Canterbury Pet Feb1 Ord March 29 


| Taytor, JAMEs, 
| April Ord 


Pet April2 Ord April 2 

Szwe.t, Perer Tom, Sheffi:ld, een Painter 
Sheffield Pet Aprii8 Ord April 3 

Sismey, Tuomas Bovtton, Lincoln’s inn fields, Solicitor 
High Court Pet Dec7 Ord April 5 

Spencer. Joun WHEELDoN, be yey Hatter’s Assistant 
Wakefield Pet April2 Ord 12 

SuypERLanp, Cuantes, Luddenden, nr Halifax, Clog Sole 

Halifax Pet March 31 Ord March 31 


Manufacturer 
| Swirt, Frep, Sheffield, Manufacturer Sheffield Pet 


Feb 26 Ord April 3 
lackburn, Flagger Blackburn Pet 


A 
Unwin, Francis, Loughborough, Baker Leicester Pet 
ril3 Ord April 


| Ap 


Unquaaat, Ropert Liss, 8t James’s st High Court Pet 
Sept 6 Ord April 2 


| Waiter, Henry, paneer, Norfolk, Dealer Norwich 


Pet he Ord April 
her enry STEPHEN, mr, Southampton, Plumber South- 
Pet April 3 Ord April 3 
Wann. Evwakrp, nr Rochester, Market 
| Gardener Rochester Pet April2 Ord April 
| Yares, Wiitram, Hanley, ‘Btath, Builder Hanley Pet 
March 12 Ord March 3 
London excel neo “April 10. 
RECEIVING O 
Auten, Epoar Coorer, and Wass "Au LEN, Hendon, 
Middlesex, Builders Barnet Pet March3 Ord April 4 
Anmitace, Wiiiiam Burnt ave Mirfield, Grocer Dewsbury 
Pet Aj 


Aprilé Ord April 6 

Annotp, Tuomas Grornoe, West Mostiapodt, Builder 
Sunderland Pet Aprilé Ord A ads 

| Au “> Ie ont On inasm, pains, heelwright Leicester 

er. oq ALFRED yo BBTON Bedworth, weuth, 
ainter Coventry 22 Ord April 2 


| Bu = Joux, Staller, 3 Norfolk, Ironmonger Norwich 
Aprilé Ord April 6 
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CapwaLLaAvER, Joun Luwvoas, news ve ¢ Salop, 
Butcher Leominster Pet April 5 5 

Cc BenvAmin, Barnsley, Hosier Barnsley Pet April 6 

rd April 6 

tag ry, Forest Gate, Essex, Company Director 
High Court Pet Aprilé Ord April 6 

CotyER, ALBERT MonracuE, Burnley, Tobacconist Burnley 
Pet April 7 Ord April 7 

Conxick, Ricuarp, Ware, ae, Solicitor High Court 
Pet April 7 Ord A; 

Cox, Jam Southsea Sitencwth Pet April 6 Ord 
A 


Davies, Ricca Francis, Hafod, - ee Carpenter 
Pontypridd Pet Apil5 Ord April5 

Dumock, Even, Luton, Bedford, Straw Hat Manufacturer 
Luton Pet April5 Ord April 5 

Duyx, James Watuis, Balham, Master Joiner Wands- 
worth Pet Aprilé Ord April 6 

Evans, THomas, ~~ Bradford, Grocer Brad- 
ford Pet Aprilé Ord April 6é 

Fiercuer, ARTHUR, gro yt ork, Game Dealer Dewsbury 


Pet April? Ord April 

GovtpeN, WILLIam al Liantwit pe. Glam, 
Butcher Cardiff Pet April 5 Ord A) 

Gessss Henry Epwiy, om Boo’ er * Canterbury 

t March 22 Ord A) 

MEd, ~- 7-4 Mexborvush, York, Blacksmith Sheffield 
Pet April6 Ord April 6 

Hices, Epwiy, Camden Town, Solicitor High Court Pet 
Feb 17 Ord April 6 

Hovsoys, Atrrep, Llanrwst, Commission Agent Port- 


madoc Pet March19 Ord April 6 
Hoskivs, Ricnarp, Swansea, Driver Swansea Pet April 
5 Ord A) 5 


Iscoy, VLADIMIR DE <= > Artist High 
Court Pet Feb 16 Ord 

Jenxins, Taomas Epwarp, 5 an Yom General 
Dealer Exeter Pet April5 Ord April 5 

Jones, Timoruy, ue pte: a Builder Car- 
marthen Pet April7 Ord April : 

Joyce, Hersert Jouy, Ilford, Essex, yr ane 
Traveller Chelmsford Pet March 9 Ord Apri) 4 

Lasren, = BERT, Dover, Saddler Maidstone Pet April 7 
rd April 7 

Lixpiey, Wiiu1am CHARLEs, ae Haberdasher 
Manchester Pet April5 Ord April 

Mappock, Hersert WHITLEY, dilion, Bristol, Florist 
Bristol Pet April6 Ord April 6 

MatruEws, EpwarpCuagues, Durham, Theatrical Touring 
Manager High Court Pet April 6 Ord April 6 

Musto, Epwarp Geroree, Littie Bromwich, Licensed 
Victualler Birmingham Pet March 8 Ord apiil 5 

Puirrs, SAMUEL, yt Tf Glos, Lime Merchant Bristol 
Pet April7 Ord April 

Proctor, FREDERICK kl wr 1g Pork Butcher 
Winchester Pet April5 O.d April 5 

Pues, Exwis, eee eG Bootmaker Aberystwith Pet 
April 5 Ord — 

Quixy, Francis Joseru, Battersea Wandsworth Pet 
March 16 April 5 


Rerve, Ricuarp Wittiam Reap, Forest Gate, Brewer 
High Court Pet April 7 Ord April 7 
SANDERS, wor _ Exeter, Dentist Exeter Pet 


April 7 
Sarrox, Urpay, est cc High Court Pet 
March 20 Ord April 5 
SenpaLy, THomas Lge ys Norwich, Milkseller Norwich 


Pet April5 Ord — 

SuackLeTON,-JoserH WiILuLiAm,SHunslet, Leeds, Tin Box 

acturer Leeds Pet Aprilé Ord April 6 

Sims, RicHarp CHARLES, Ly — Cabinet Maker 
Exeter Pet * Birmingb April 6 

Sxoxr, WILLIAM, gham, Grocer Birmingham Pet 
April7 Ord April 

cage, JosErH, Darlington, Printer Stockton on Tees 
Pet April 6 Ord A 


pril 6 

Swan, Witi1am Tuomas, Millbrook, Southampton, Dairy- 
man Southampton Pet April 7 Ord April 7 

Swirt, Wit.iAm, Trochdale, Auctioneer Kochdale Pet 
April6 Ord April 6 

Tuomas, Jonn, Abercynon, Glam, Draper Pontypridd Pet 
April5 Ord April 5 

Waker, Samugt, Coalville East, ————— Plate'ayer 
Burton on Trent Pet April 5 ‘Ord April 5 

Wuiresreap, Ernest Gsorce, Strood, Kent, Farmer 
Rochester Pet March 30 Ord April’5 

wou, & - Cardiff, Grocer iff Pet March 23 


Wenes, Wivisa, Sea nore Journeyman Miller Leicester 


inal —_— ore tvtitcted for that < e in the 
London Gazette of March 
Smita, Eowarp Cuar.es, Taunton, Chine 1 Dealer Taunton 
Pet March 13 Ord March 28 


Amended notice substituted for that, pean in the 
London Gazette of A 
Hurrox, Grorox, Crediton, Devons, Boot Maker Exeter 
Pet 16 Ord April 4 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
eee Wittiam Burniry, Mirfield, York, Grocer 
20at3 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Batley 
Austin, Amy Resxoca, and Mary Jane Suaw, Doncaster, 
Heed Drapers April 19 at 1.30 Off Reo, Figtree In, 


effield 
L Bacnauts & Bon, Liver Tailors April 18 at 2 Off 
35, Victoria st, Liverpool 
Bante, ALFRED, Kingston upon Hull, Plumber April 18 
at il Off Rec, Trinity House In, Hull 
Beartiz, Roperr Cuatten, Handsworth April 19 at 12 
174, Corporation at, Birmingham 
Bincn, ‘ALFRED Ecotxstonn, Bedworth, Warwicks, Painter 
April 18 at 11.30 17, Hertford at, Coventr: 
Biapes, GerrRuvE Many, Edenbridge, Kent, Tailor April 
18at3 24, Railway app, London brid 
BRAMLEY, Hewny, Leicester, Coal Merchant April 23 
at 1230 Off Ree, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 
Browy, W1LtiAm Henny, Handsworth, Stafford, Watch- 
maker April 19at11 ' 174, Corporation st, Birmi ngham | 
ones Joun, Stal Norfoik, onger ‘April at3 | 
if Reo, 8, King st, Norwich 


Bus, Jouy, Batley, York, Grocer April20ati2 Off Rec, 
Bank Batley - 


> ow mo Nurseryman April 
Off Rec, 25, John st, 
re. Freperick, St Leonard’s on Sea, Builder 
April 18 at 2.30 Off Rec, 24, Railway app, London 
Day, Hewky, Darli . Grocer April 25 at 3 Off Rec, 
8, Albert rd, Mi borough 
Dives, Ropert *FRAXK, Netherlands, nr Petworth, Head 
Stockman April "18 at 1230 24, Railway app, 
London Bridge 
Exuisox, Tuomas, Jonun Cuester Dysoyx, and Hue 
aRTHUR Dyson, Bilackbura, Builders April 19 at 11.30 
Off Ree, 14, Chapel st, Prestoa 
Escreet, FREDERICK WILuiaM pees A —. Surru, and 
aRBBY Epwin WALKER. Kingston Hull, , Whole- 
ectioners April ig af 11 30 Uff Rec, Trinity 
House In, Hull 
Eyre, Heyy, Newton, Cambs, Farmer April 19 at 3.30 
Court house, King’s Lynn 
Grorcz, Tuomas Wittiam, Neath, Glam. Coal Merchant 
April 18 at 12,30 Off Rec, 31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 
—€, Wiuiam, U; ee, | Piumber April 20 at 
2. 


iptcy 8, Carey st 

HaAprigLp, James, Dhetticld, Fishmonger April 19 at 1 
Off Kec. Figtree In, Sheffield : 
AAC, a Cashier April 19 at 12 

Rec, 14, Chapel st, Pres 

Haepina, Wii, Bromley, Tailor April 19 at 12.30 24, 
Railway app, London Bridge 

Hiecs, Epwiy, Camden Tow, Solicitor April 23 at 12 
re ldge, Carey st 

Ho.tuanp, Henry Morten, Woodford, Cheshire, Joiner 

il 20 at 12 Off ‘Rec, 23, King Edward st, 


a Cuagies Sran.ey, Southsea, Clerk April 19 at 
Off Ree, Cambridge junc, High st, t, Portsmouth 

Senne Ry, Mary Ann, Leeds, Coal Dealer April 19 at 11 
Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

Hurron, Grorae, Crediton, Devon, Boot Maker April 19 
at 10.30 Off Ree, 13, Bedford circus, Exeter 

Jenkins, THomas Epwarp, Heavitree, Devon, General 
Dealer April 19 at 10.30 Off Rec, 13, Bedfurd circus, 


Jouyson, Freperick Tuomas, Wimbledon, Builder 


April 19 at 11.30 24, Railway app, London B 
JowitTT, sapeee, See Dewsbury, York April 20 at 11 "Of Reo, 


a) Jouyn 


Joyvcs, HeERsear ~ 3 TDiford, Sa 
veller April 19 at 3 95, Temple ch: Temple av 
Low, Rosert Hewson, Newmarket, Hairdresser April 23 
at 2.80 Off Rec, 5, Petty Cury, Cambridge 
Mamen’, ALFRED, Coal Merchant 
nil pril’ £0 at 1 Rec, 23, Kise Edward st, 
Mesa, Epwarp Cuargies, Durham, Theatrical 
} arom | Manager April 23 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bidgs, 
Maxxan, Henry Seuss Maen, Lansdowne rd, yy 
is, Shooting ery prietor April 19 
ae bidgs, Carey st 
Menreett, Joun, Gitanden Hay Merchant April 21 at3 
Rec, Station ri, Gloucester 
MITCHELL, CHARLES, Chedd or Leek, Staffs, Whole- 
sale Confectioner —— 20 at 11.30 Off Rec, 23, King 
P ing, Wen Teddingt Merchant April 20 at 2.30 
HILLIPS, WOOLF, on, 20 a 
Bankru; bid at 


PLowkgienut, Grorce WILLIAM, —.' Rutlands, Tiaman 
April 20 at3 Off Rec, 1, Berrid Leicester 
TOR, FREDERICK Jouy, Wi » Pork Butcher 
April 19 at 3.45 Off Rec, 172, High st, Southam: 
Ripp_eswortn, Jouy, and Henry RippLesworts, 
_— Makers April 19 at 2.30 Court house, Eng 


st, Wigan 
mene ee | Dosen, Baker April2iat12 Off 
eC, &, 
Sanpers, CLEMENT hig Vp el _—“ April 26 at 
10.30 Off Bedford 


— SamvEL Prine wick Glos, Whe Wheclwnieut April 21 at 
Off ff Reo, Station Station rd, Gloucester 
duetaen Tuomas Epw am Norwich, Mukseller April 21 


at 1230 Off Ree, 8, Norwich 
Sewe.., Perer Toe , Journeyman Painter 
April19 at 8 Off Reo, Figtree In, Sheffield 


Suarr, ye , Yorks April 26 at ll Off 


Rec, wteagy im — 
Sims, Tie Car uth, Cabinet Maker 


April 26 at 10.45 "Ott Rea} , Bedford circus, Exeter 
Spencer, Jonn WHEELDON, frais Hatter’s Acsistant 
Watil Of Wakefield 
STEPHENSON, = goam Sea pond Tin Dealer April 19 at 


Off Res, 6, Bond ter, } ——- 
Sreaker, James Firzroy, jun, A x 4 Po 


prietor Aprill9at 12 135, 
on Francis, Loughborough, no ) Dat 12 


et, Leices 

WALKER, FREDERICK, enchutah Watchmaker April 20 
atll bidgs, © 

er ar ow > Norfolk, Dealer April 21 at 

Rec, 8, 

Weyuax, Tuomas Krauser, Woking, Butcher April 20 at 
12 24, Railway app. London 

Wuirr, . er eer yy Plumber April 
19 at315 O 172, si ~—_ oe 

Wuirspreap, Exnest sao, = Kent, Farmer 
April 23 at 11 115, High st, 

Witxixs, Henry Herseat, 8t oy Herts, Dealer in 
Musical Instruments April 19 at 12 Off Reo, 95, 
Temple chmbrs, Temple av 

Wiss, Atrrsp. Liverpool, Bookkeeper April 18 at 12 
Off Reo, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Woop, Wittiam, Islington, Corn MMerchant April 19 at 12 
Bankru) bidgs, Carey st 

Wooppisse, Tuomas Epwarp, Alstontiel yas Builder 
April 19 at 11 Off Reo, 47, Full st, 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Agmwitacs, Wittiam Buanury, 
Pet April6 Ord April 6 





Grocer Dewsbury 











ARNOLD, THomas Guonee, ot Hartlepool, Builder 
Sunderland Pet April 6 
Ord April 7 
Hence, ALFRED EcGLestTons, veer aceilT Warwicks, Painter 
Coventry ees 
Leeds Pet sri 14 ‘Ord 
Brown Wiiam Henry, " Watchmaker 
Burros, Jouy, Stalham, Norfolk, Ironmonger Norwich 
Pet Apr.l6 Ord April 6 
Butcher Leominster Pet April 5 ty 
Canr, Bexsamin, Barasley, Hosier 
Ord 6 
Court Pet Aprilé Ord April 6 
Caste, WALrer Fravcis, pone, Builder High Court 
Pet March 7 Ord April 6 
Co.iier, Freperic Witt1aM Fis.p, Park pl, 8t James’s 
High Court Pet March 15 Ord 6 
CoLysr, iy Moyracve, Burnley, Burnley 
Pet A Ord April 
typridd Pet April 5 5 
Dens, James Saas Balham, Master Joiner Wands- 


ane, ae Langham, ! putea, oad, Wheelwright Leicester 
Brook, WILLIAM %, Horetorth, York, Stock Broker 
Ki Pet March 21 Ord 

CapwALLApDER, Joxun Lwvcas, Bishop’s Castle, Salop, 
Casswatt Hewry, Forest Gate, Fasex, - raeeed Director 
one Se ae Draper Bristol Pet 
a aean Faaxcin, Hafod, Glam, Carpenter 

st, Manningham, Bradford, Grocer Bradford 


Evans, yo ry 
Pet Ord April 6 

FLETcHeRr, _ h, a Game Dealer Dewsbury 
Pet April7 Ord & 

Govutpen, WILiiaM in. Liantwit Major, Glam, 
Butcher Cardiff 


voy BH wy St 
“wae ae 
a 4 Driver Swansea Pet April 
ry 
Rurroy, Groner, poe, Boot Maker Exeter 
Pet March 1 ie” Ord 
vitree, Devon, General 


Janxixs, Tuomas Epwanrp, * Hee 
Exeter Pet April5 Ord April 5 
Jounsos, FrepgRICK Se yy } <p) bce King- 
aan, Pet Feb 28 Ord April 5 
Joys, Timoruy, Llanfihange’sar-aith, Builder Carmarthen 
Pet April7 Ord rT 
i eee, Ree Commercial Traveller 
sae Ete 
Leste, Bees Pet April 7 
eye Siaiaiahiiiing Brighton Pet Oct 
Mappock, Heavens Me = a, Bniatol, Florist 
Bristol Pet Aprilé Ord April 7 
Martuews, Epwarp Cuxar.zs, Durham, Theatrical 
= High Cout Pet April 6 Ord 
Maywarp, Heyry James Hotmax, Lansdown rd, London 
a Proprietor 


High Court Pet 
March 2 Ord April 7 
Messer, WI.u14M, a, Labourer Swansea Pet 
March 20 Ord April 5 


bidgs, Stockbroker High 
Parca, Bet, gS "Weiagton, Somerset, Farmer 
P bay By ee Hasapetend igh 
RERY, > 

Ord April 4 


Joyce, HEBpert foam, 


MonTeriorg, yy 


Sigh Court Pet Feb 15 

Pu Wi , Teddington, Merchant High Court 
“Pet Feb 6 Ord April 6 

Proctor, Freperice Jony, Winchester, Pork Butcher 
Winchester Pet April5 Ord April 6 

Puan, ~ oem ‘hase’ Bootmaker Aberystwith Pet 

Barren Tyomas, and Ancuisatp Portsovus Camremidts 
awe Builders Liverpool Pet Feb 2% 

Reeve, Ricnarp we Baan Forest Gate, Brewer 

Court Pet April7 Ord 7 

Sanpe Gumaze Hevay, Exeter, Exeter Pet 

Saycz, _ Rowate, Shrewsbury, Painter Shrewsbury 

Pet March 23 Ord April 6 

Senpa.t, Tuomas : ya ape, Milkseller Norwich 
Pet April 5 Sa. 

SHACKLETOXN, — -_"% Hunslet, Leeds, Tin Box 

Manufacturer 


Ord April 6 
met yea, eee, br mu RY Ht - is 


Sus. cHAaRD CHARL 


eran tt Aven s v r) 
RAKER, JAMES —_ ere . Hotel 


Bway, ie a —_ South- 
a - a  Abereyna, "mosee Pontypridd 
WALKER, Son Coalville East, ye Ty Platelayer 
on Trent Pet AprilS Ord 
hein Wiruas L w= Journeyman Leicester 
oT wnties for that published in the 


Bra pk oe Cua at Birmingham 
TTL ERT LL&N, 
Pet Beb 2% Ord March 94 

ADJUDICATION ANNULLED 


Fx Jouyx, Birkenhead, Store Dealer Birkenhead 
«Adjud Nov 80, 1899 April 6, 1900 








Al; letters intended for publication in the 
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R. CUTHBERT SPURLING, M.A., 
B.C.L. tg od First Class Honours, late Schoiu- 
of Christ Ch: , Editor of the 11th Edition of ‘‘ Smith’: 
Manual of Law,” continues to PREPARE for 
the Bar AS, all University Law Examinations. 
Bar ion, May, 1899—15 sent up, 14 pass 
June, 1899—A pupil gained the B.C.L. degree at pet Oxtord. 
Address, 11, ew-court, Lincoln’s-inn, W.C 
R. BERTRAM JACOBS, LL.B. (Lond.), 
of 61, Fore-street, E.C., First in Honours Juris- 
prudence and Roman La Law, First i in Honours Common Law 
and Equity, Honoursman. Solicitors’ Final, Exhibitione: 
= University Law Scholar, Coaches for all Law Exam- 
ions. 


AW.—Clerkship Desired by a Solicitor for 

Conveyancing, Chancery, Common Law, or General 

some years’ experience ; thoroughly competent and 

= ry moderate salary. — Was 94, Geldeston-road, 
‘J 


O SOLICITORS.—Cornelius Parker Bland 
(Lectased).—The original Will of the above-named 
deceased (who died in 1868) is believed to have been in the 
Femenion of Mr. J. 8. Wheatley, of 7, Symonds inn, 
haxcery-lane, Solicitor, at the date of Mr. bas gon 
death in 1871. After his death his practice and pa 
youn into the possession of either Mr. Richard Kally, of of 
9, Gray’s-inn-square, or Mr. Robertson, of Lincoln’s-inn, 
the successors of either Mr. Kerry or Mr. Robertson 
have the above Will will they kindly communicate —— 
delay with Messrs. Wainwricnr. Porrock, & Co, 37, 
Great St. —, > ae Solicitors for the Beneficiaries !— 
Dated ted April 9th, 1¢ 


ARTNER REQUIRED. —The Owner of 

an old-established and most select Manufacturing 

i the profits of which average for the last five years 

£4,000 per annum, Desires a Partner having « capital of 

£12,000 to £15,000.—Principals or their solicitors may obtain 

further particulars and an interview can be arranged on 

Se & R. B., care of Messrs. Broad & Wiltshire, 

—, Valuers, and Surveyors, 7, Queen-street, 
Cheapside, E. 


ITY =i SHEFFIELD. —The Corporation 

of —— are d to Accept Loans on Mort- 

gue Deposit.—For terms me apply, City AccOoUNTANT AND 
EGISTRAR, —~ Hall, Sheffi 


OLICITORS, MORTGAGEES, and Others. 
—M. Lave io 40, Tee emery eet London, is always 


every description of Pro- 

, in any state of repair or 'trrane in — or 
aie: introductory fees if if arranged in advance. 

Pe rindons wel GROUND - RENTS (North 
London; well secured).—£85 per annum for £2,125 ; 

per annum £2,100; £32 per annum £800; £108 per 

at Py £2,916 ; £50 8s. per annum £1,275; and £31 2s. per 

annum £780.—Frawcis Dop & Co., Auctioneers, 59, High- 

street, Stoke Newington. 


& PER CENT. PREFERENCE SHARES. 
9) —Old-established Industrial Company have small 
amount to place.—Principals or solicitors can obtain full 
by writing, Box tet care of ‘Solicitors’ 
ournal,”’ 27, Chancery-lane, W 
WPEWRITING and ‘SHORTHAND. — 
Legal D tely Copied by Skilled 
Assistants; experienced Shorthand ” Writer available for 
occasional ent.—M HH. D. Donatpsos, 2, Old 
Queen-street, Westminster. 


EDE AND SON, 


ROBE ASA MAKERS 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT. 


To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the 
Judicial Bench, Corporation of London, &e. 





work ; 


























KOBBS FOR QUBEN’S COUNSEL AND BABEI*T) }- 
SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 

Law by + and Gowns for Registrars, !0wi 
erks, and Olerke of the Peace. 
Corporation Robes, University and Clergy Gowns. 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


FALEXANDER & SHEPHEARD, 


PRINTERS, 
LAW and PARLIAMENTARY. 


Pagtiamentary Bitis, Misvres oy Evipence, Booxs or 
Reregexce, STaTEMENTS OF Ciaim, Axswens, &c., &c. 


BOOKS, PAMPHLETS, MAGAZINES, 


NEWSPAPERS, 
And all General and Commercial 
Every description of Printing 


Work 


Printers of 7HE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL 
and WEEKLY REFORTER, 


ANCERY LANE, LONDON, W.C. 


FOR INC 


SNe LES 


es css DS, & 


WRITE TO THE MANUFACTURERS, 
( Catalogues free on application.) 
BAYLISS,JONES &BAYLISS 
ee AMPTON: 


ow 90ms 139% 141.CARn on ST.E 








TREATMENT OF INEBRIETY. 


DALRYMPLE HOME, 
RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS. 
For Gentlemen, under the Act and privately 
For Terms, &c., a, to 
. 8 D. HOGG, 
Medical Superintendent. 


INEBRIETY. 


MELBOURNE HOUSE, LEICESTER. 
PRIVATE HOME FOR LADIES. 


Medical Attendant: J. HEADLEY NEALE, =. 
M.R.C.P. Lond. Principal: H. M. RILEY, ‘Assoc. 
Study of Pa, Thirty years’ Experience. Tacellent 

Laas on Medical References. For terms and particulars 
lees in’ RILEY, or the Principal. 


INEBRIETY. 
HOME FOR LADIES. 


(Under the 1879 Act Act or privately.) 
Dr. J.M. HOBSON can receive a few Ladies under his 


personal care. Home life, with every facility for con- 
genial work and recreation. 


Address : 
Glendalough, Morland Road, Croydon. 


TREATMENT of INEBRIETY and ABUSE of DRUGS. 


HIGH SHOT HOUSE, 
ST, MARGARET'S, TWICKENHAM, 


For Gentlemen under the Acts and privately. Terms, 
2} to 5 Guineas. Billi Tennis, Workshop, &c. 
Apply to Resident Medical wae eT 
. E. NEALE, % B., B.8. 
Telegrams—“ Neale, Highshot, Triebenbets 


PATENTS and TRADE-MARKS,. 


W. P. THOMPSON & CO.,, 
322, High Holborn, W.C 


(and at Livespoo,t, Manouester, and Birmineua), 
LONDON and INTERNATIONAL AGENTS of Pro- 
vineial and Foreign SOLICITORS in 
PATENT matters. 


Representatives in all Capitals. 


ATENTS.—Mr. F. W. GOLBY, A.1.M.E., 

M.S.A., Patent Agent (late of H.M. Patent Offices 

36, Chancery- lane, London, W.C. Letters Patent ob- 

sained and Registration elfected vin all parts of the 

World. Oppositions cond end Searches 
as to novelty. 














Special Advantages to Private Insurers. 
(CHE IMPERIAL rsvuranog vompany 
uirep, FIRE. 


Established 1803. 
1, Uld Broad-street, E.C., 22, Pall Mali, ¢.W., and 47, 
Chancery-lane, W.C. 


Subscribed Capital, £1,200,000; Paid-up, 2300,uv0. 
Total Funds over £1,500, UU. 


gE. COZENS SMITH, General Manager, 
EST4BLISHED 1782. 


PH@GNIX FIRE OFFICE, 
19, Lombard Street, & 57, Charing Cross, London. 


Lowest Current Rates. 

Liberal and Prompt Settlements. 
Assured free of all Liability. 
Electric Lighting Rules supplied. 








Feancis B. Maopowa.p, Secretary. 


PARTRIDGE & COOPER. 





PARTRIDGE & COOPER | 


BRIEF BAGS FROM 
7/6 EACH 
FLEET S? & CHANCERY LANE 





SOLICITORS’ BRIEF BAGS. 


BEST QUALITY. HAND SEWN. 
LONDON MADE. 


These Bags are specially Strong and 
Capacious for | Solicitors’ Use. 


ROYAL COURTS STATIONERY WAREHOUSE, 


191 & 192, Fleet-street ; 1 & 2, Chancery-lane, London, E. Cc. 





FEE 60 GUINEAS 


SC O0L SHIP “CONWAY” 


oy pamietionse: 

YOUNG SICER 
Wrosecome OFFICERS 
. IN MERCHANT Ada oy 
=FOR PROSPECTUS APPLY TO 
THE CAPT., AT-MILLER.R.N 


BRAND & COS 
SPECIALTIES 
For INVALIDS. 


Prepared from tinest ENGLISH MEATS 


ESSENCE OF BEEF, 
BEEF TEA, 
MEAT JUICE, &e., 


Of all Chemists and Grocers. 













BRAND & CO., LTD., MAYFAIR, , & MAYFAIR 
WORKS, VAUXHALL, LONDON, 8.W. 


THE MOST NUTRITIOUS. 


EPPS’S 


GRATEFUL—COMFORTING. 


COCOA 


BREAKFAST—SUPPER. 








§. FISHER, 188, Strand. 





Re ees oR erg 








unl an 11 


See eo 





